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ABSTRACT
WHITE NOISE: THE POLITICAL USES OF INTERNET TECHNOLOGY BY
RIGHT-WING EXTREMIST GROUPS
SEPTEMBER 2003
ALISON D DAGNES, BA, ST. LAWRENCE UNIVERSITY
Ph D., UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTS AMHERST
Directed by: Professor Jerome Mileur
The Internet helps right-wing extremist groups reach and connect with the
American public because their message of anti-government sentiment is an attractive one.
As the nation continues to grow increasingly disaffected with the political system as a
whole, the anti-government message of the extremist Right will prove to be progressively
more attractive to those who are not extreme. History has shown that the radical Right
has always tapped into the mainstream to reach the disaffected, and ideological surveys
show that many of the position stands concerning the size and scope of the federal
government are shared by both the extreme and the moderate. Media framing, the process
by which articles and features are shaped to provide an understanding context, affords the
media one way to describe the extreme right while it offers the extreme right another way
of describing themselves. When the extreme takes to the Internet to describe itself,
outside the mainstream broadcast media, it is able to form a message that appeals to the
public because of its seeming moderation, attention to hot-button issues, and similarities
to conventional negative politics.
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When all is said and done, the Internet simply provides a new forum for the
disaffected and politically angry. This forum, however, is incredibly potent in its abilities
to deliver a message quickly, affordably, and - most importantly
- privately. This opens
the door to potentially dangerous political communication between potentially violent
and increasingly disaffected people.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
When the Internet emerged on the American landscape, many said it would
revolutionize the world. In a great number of ways it has, opening the door to an
immense communications network previously unimaginable. In the area of politics, the
Internet has been a positive force for mobilizing the American citizenry through
information availability, web-Astroturf campaigning, and message dissemination, all of
which happen now that politicians are quickly and easily connected to the body politic. It
follows that this connection born of the information technology revolution also increases
the ability of social movements to connect with the public. This, then, increases the
possibility for radical social organizations to progress beyond the fringe of American
politics, because they can reach the mainstream more easily with their messages in the
privacy of their own homes.
A case in point is the extremist Right. White separatist groups have used the
Internet to spread their message to the world and mobilize politically among their
brethren. But the most significant use of the Internet by these groups has been to recruit
new members and attract a wider and younger base of support in the general public.
Through sophisticated political communication techniques, members of the extreme
Right use the Internet to package themselves in a way that appears less extreme and more
acceptable to the mainstream. White separatists touch on the fears of moderate
Americans and capitalize on the “politically incorrect” sentiments of the American
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voters. Thus, the Internet helps right-wing extremist groups to reach the mainstream
because their message of anti-government sentiment is attractive, even to people who are
not extremists themselves.
This has not happened in a vacuum, nor has it happened solely because of Internet
technology. Historically, moderate Americans have been swept into the fervor of
extremist sentiment due to social events or political changes. From the early days of the
nation’s Founding to the present, jingoistic behavior on the part of the body politic has
been wrapped in a patriotic nationalism to excuse the hatefulness of the message. Another
long-standing American characteristic is the mistrust of our public power and
government. We are a nation founded on the idea that individuals cannot be trusted with
power; and as a citizenry we carry this suspicion with us during election years and times
of political crisis. Discrimination and anti-government attitudes are therefore not new
concepts in American political development. Yet the thunder of anti-government
sentiment appears to be growing louder, and the most vociferous source of this thunder
comes from the extreme Right. Paranoid about conspiracies and sure of impending
disaster, right-wing extremist groups are readying themselves for revolution through
political mobilization. Through the Internet they are reaching out to America.
This study examines the following features of the radical right to show that the
American web-surfing, voting public may be ripe for the increased influence of white
separatists: First, the history of the extreme Right shows that these groups have long
developed and grown in reaction to national and international events and have appealed
to the mainstream because their message has the appearance of relevance. Second, an
examination of American ideology shows that moderate through extreme conservatives
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share a similar anti-government sentiment. Yet, because the extreme Right does not trust
the moderate to represent its interests, the connection between the two is a one-way street
where extremists seek only to get their message to the mainstream, yet not be part of the
mainstream. The radical Right eschews the conventional because it views the system to
be corrupt, and it extends this view beyond the branches of government to the
mainstream media as well.
The third component of this study therefore concerns media representation of the
radical Right. Groups on the extreme Right depict themselves as patriotic and God-
fearing in order to appeal to a broader audience. They accomplish this goal through
engaging messages. Fourth, an assessment of the legal issues revolving around hate
speech on the Internet to illustrate that the free speech doctrine of the First Amendment
offers significant latitude to extremist communication. Fifth, an examination of the
extreme right’s web sites shows that all of them share an anti-government sentiment,
rooted in a pro-Aryan appeal. This appeal, which denigrates others while promoting
themselves, is patterned after conventional negative political campaigning and is aimed at
attracting non-extremists to their cause. Sixth and finally, an examination of those who
monitor the radical right reveals that they do so because they understand the hazards of
such Internet communication generated within today’s freedom of speech standards.
Monitors from private institutions perceive the greatest threat in the actual output of hate
rhetoric, while Law Enforcement agents see danger in the successful reception of the
message, followed by violent action. This difference illustrates the varying approaches
and goals of the monitoring agencies, but the combination of their foci demonstrates the
potency of the threat.
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The history of the nation, our political ideology, the modern mass media, and the
legal environment in which we operate and observe others all combine to create an
atmosphere in which the Internet proves useful to bring fringe social organizations closer
/o the mainstream without having to play an actual role in the mainstream.
Group Labeling and Definitions
It is difficult to write about the extremist Right without first defining the terms
used to describe them. Throughout this study, I use “right wing” and “Right” to include a
wide range of political activists who maintain a steady set of political positions. Within
this range defined as the Right, there are natural divisions that have emerged, including
the following: the moderate Right, which consists of centrist Republicans; the
conservative Right, which includes more traditional and more moderate religious political
actors; the far Right, which contains those disaffected with the political system as a result
of their political beliefs; and the extremist Right, those who advocate the use of violence
to further their political goals.
The extremist Right encompasses a similarly wide range of groups within their
faction; and, for the purposes of this study, I have categorized them accordingly: the Ku
Klux Klan; neo-Nazi or National Socialist groups; Militia units; and the Christian Identity
movement. While I differentiate between these factions, there are many overlapping
features that result in the extreme Right sharing various conspiracy theories that are
racist, nativist, anti-Semitic and anti-government. Thus, I use several terms to describe
the extreme Right throughout this study, including “white separatists,” “the radical
Right,” or the “racist Right.”
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Labeling is an often contentious process, and those who monitor the extreme
Right have urged that I not use the term “white separatist,” coined by the white separatist
themselves, but instead use the term “white supremacist.” In my judgment, the latter term
is more biased than the former, thus I have opted to use “white separatist” following in
the tradition set by Sociologists Betty A. Dobratz and Stephanie L. Shanks-Meile, two of
the foremost academic experts on the movement. It is my intention to make these
definitions fit clearly within the boundaries of academic scholarship, rather than to pass
judgment on those whom I study.
Research Design
I began my research with the hypothesis that right-wing extremists groups use the
Internet to mobilize politically while avoiding the government. As my study progressed I
discovered that, while the Internet did allow groups to communicate more readily with
their own membership and the general public, it also allowed the government (and others
who scrutinize these groups) do have a better view of these organizations. Hence, my
initial idea that this is a form of systemic evasion proved untrue; but what did emerge is a
clearer picture ofhow right wing extremist groups use this technology to advance their
outreach and organizational connection. Contrary to Marshall McLuhan’s well-known
theory, in this case the medium is not the message, but it does make the message more
readily available and important to American society.
This work examines the extremist right in the United States and its place within
our political system. This segment of the American populace is fragmented into many
different groups, each with distinct objectives and attentions. Yet despite this lack of
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cohesion, one common theme connecting all of these groups is an overwhelming distrust
of the government and the political system, including a significant suspicion of the
mainstream media.
The field of political science has long investigated the subjects of ideology, social
movements, and political communication. This research combines all three and has
important consequences for both scholarly and civic discourse. Because the extremist
right wing takes care to show itself only selectively, there is not a wealth of work on the
connection between media use and political isolation. Hence, this research does not
duplicate work already done in the field. Instead, it expands on the work being done on
right-wing ideology and connects it to studies on the relationship between the Internet
and the American political process.
There are real-world implications for this research as well. As the Oklahoma City
bombing shows, the political alienation of the extremist Right can be devastating. From a
legal and technological standpoint, this research addresses many of the questions that are
facing the government concerning Internet use and First Amendment rights. Because the
Internet is a young technology, actors and institutions are still working to understand its
political and social implications.
The primary research question I asked was: “What is the connection between
extremist right-wing groups, their alternative media use, and real-world politics?” I found
that extremist groups used the Internet as an alternative source of communication since
they view the mainstream media as Jewish controlled and therefore corrupt. I found also
that these groups used the ease and speed of the Internet both to contact their members
and to promote themselves to the general public.
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Another question I asked was: “How do different extremist right-wing groups use
alternative media?” Most web sites are information stations for these groups, enabling
them to reach their membership and attract new members to their cause. The
technological sophistication and attraction of the web sites varies considerably, with
some sites having a menacing look while other sites featuring a moderate design with
reader-friendly text and attractive links. Most of the sites feature similar components,
including opinion pieces on news events or political stands, membership information and
a marketplace for racist items to purchase. Listservs are privately controlled and seen as a
communications tool for members to converse free from the view of the general public.
This brought me to another question: “Why do these groups distrust the
government and the mainstream media?” The most salient reason concerns anti-
Semitism and speculation that Jews control the media. Many on the extreme right view
the mainstream media as a co-conspirator in governmental efforts to “defraud” the
American public. In addition, much of the extremist rhetoric addresses the progressive
nature ofNew Deal rights-talk in the United States’ public policy. My examination of the
historical roots of the extreme Right and modem day media representations addresses the
specific reasons for this suspicion.
Finally, I examined these groups from the standpoint of the agencies that monitor
them. I asked those who follow the extreme Right, “What are the major threats that this
alternative media use poses to American society?” The answers to this question varied
according to the nature of the monitoring agency. Many of these monitoring agencies aim
to increase awareness of hate groups in the hope of stemming the tide of prejudice and
racism. Yet because violence is the most obvious threat, other agencies, specifically those
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of law enforcement, seek only to pursue those groups deemed dangerous to the general
public.
There are several obvious problems in studying the extreme Right and the groups
that monitor them, particularly if a researcher hopes to acquire original data. These
problems include, principal among them being to find subjects with whom to speak, who
are willing to speak openly and honestly. Rather than speaking first hand with those on
the extreme right, I used their writings, web sites, and postings to speak for them. As I am
interested in their ideological and substantive positions, I concluded that interviews
would add little to what they have already written. In addition, there is a leadership crisis
within the extreme right due to death, bankruptcy and imprisonment, which means that it
is difficult to find prominent voices to speak on their behalf. Fortunately, their postings
are so nakedly and vehemently opinionated that the extremist sentiments and motives of
the different groups seem clearly evident. Interviews with those who watch these groups
did prove to be informative; and from this perspective, I was able to gain valuable insight
into the way the extremist right operates.
Chapter Outline
Each chapter of this work examines a different facet of extremist right Internet
use. Consistent through each is the use these groups make of the new technology to argue
that the American political system is a corrupt one.
Chapter 2 catalogs the different groupings of the radical Right. The extreme
Right cannot be considered to be a seamless monolith, but instead must be broken down,
as noted above, into four primary categories of white separatist groups in the United
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States. They all share similar views towards Jews, minorities and the federal government
but diverge in their goals, motives and tactics. As a result, each bloc must be examined
historically, ideologically, and developmentally to establish its place within the extreme
right-wing spectrum. When this is done it is apparent that each faction of the extreme
right can be tied to different parallels in mainstream American political development.
Although they take different approaches and do not agree on many tenets of their
ideology, each faction of the extreme Right shares the common belief that the
government - the federal government in particular - is not to be trusted. The anti-
government sentiment ties these groups together and is the common link that connects
them to mainstream politics. While the extreme Right views the country in an extreme
manner, they do share this anti-government philosophy with other members of the more
moderate Right.
Chapter 3 examines right-wing ideology. White separatist groups have
established themselves in the American political landscape within the structures of the
mainstream Right. While both the moderate and extreme Right share ideological opinions
concerning the size and scope of the federal government, radicals do not find
representation in the mainstream. Instead, they choose to operate outside of the
conventional, which moves them from estrangement to alienation. This alienation did not
develop spontaneously, but instead developed because of changes in American politics.
Anti-government philosophy has emerged as a mainstay in American politics due to the
politics of the twentieth century and the successes and failures of both liberalism and
conservatism.
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Chapter 4 examines the way in which separatist groups relate to and use the
media. There are two important reasons that members of white separatist groups do not
trust the mainstream media: First, they believe that the press frames stories on the right
wing in liberal terms. Second, they see the media as a “branch” of the government, run by
corrupt Jews who are antipathetic to their cause. The mainstream media does have
problems presenting full and thorough stories that convey the sentiment of the extremist
Right, due to time constraints and a need for viewers that forces the press to present
quick, easy to understand and exciting narratives. Thus, while the media does not
necessarily frame stories in liberal terms, it does frames stories on the extreme right in a
limited number of ways, and using these specific media frames limits coverage of
ideology or give the legitimacy that the extreme right would like to have.
Because they distrust the mainstream media, the extreme right uses its own
alternative methods of communication: White separatist groups use the Internet to reach
people to sell a message that is attractive to some who are not extremists, and extremist
groups themselves utilize different framing techniques as they package their message to
reach and hook the dissatisfied.
Chapter 5 probes the various legal and legislative issues confronting Internet
technology. The Internet has become an entrenched part of our lives, and so it is hard to
remember at times that the technology is still very new. Because of its recent
development, the political infrastructure of the U S. has yet to catch up to the technology,
and as a result lawmakers and the courts have not yet developed laws and regulations to
address the different concerns that accompany such rapid communication There are three
regulatory potentials for the Internet: (1) self regulation where the users of the web
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regulate themselves; (2) government regulation where the federal government regulates
American Internet content, and (3) international regulation where a multi-national board
standardizes and polices the World Wide Web. None of these has been fully explored,
and thus the Internet is still the wild west of modern communication.
The courts are addressing the varied problems that accompany the technology on
a piecemeal basis, primarily in terms of freedom of speech rules already well established
by the legal system. The difficult issues concern threats of imminent harm that
accompany much of the hate speech online. In the words ofMark Weitzman of the Simon
Wiesenthal Center, “Free speech absolutists have lost,” which means that some
regulation of Internet speech is occurring and will continue to occur. The question
remains: How much regulation is too constricting, and how much is necessary to preserve
safety and national well-being?
Chapter 6 surveys the web sites maintained by white separatist groups. These
sites vary in technical complexity and sophistication, yet throughout all ofthem runs a
common thread of pro-Aryan and anti-government sentiments. Thus, while the groups
may vary in their approaches, vernacular and organization, they share an idea that appeals
to disaffected citizens. All of their sites have several of the same primary components,
including editorials and position papers that define their positions on such topics as White
rights, the “Jewish question, ” governmental corruption, and political issues like gun
control, immigration, and civil rights. These web sites also contain organizational
features that present membership information, and news about rallies and meetings.
Finally, each web site features a page devoted to merchandise for sale, which consists
mostly of tee shirts, flags, and books on weaponry and bigotry.
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The appeal that these web sites make is not so different from the negativism seen
in modem, conventional politics, which then makes the extreme look more temperate
than is the case. Throughout this appeal, the extreme right wing uses the Internet to
communicate, recruit and promote their cause, and they reach people because their
message is attractive and readily available.
Chapter 7 examines the private monitoring agencies and law enforcement
officials working together to educate and share information in the battle against hatred,
but their motives and goals lead to a varied approach to monitoring. These agencies
include the Anti Defamation League (ADL), the Simon Wiesenthal Center (SWC), and
the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC); they are primarily interested in sentiment
rooted in anti-Semitism or racism and view extremist activity as symptom of ideology.
Conversely, law enforcement officials, both Federal and state, see the extremist message
resonating in the general public and potential and actual violence as dangerous offshoots
of this widely accepted sentiment. The difference between these two views stems from
the activity of law enforcement officials who work in the field, dealing with those who
are extremists and those who are attracted to their message. The scholars and activists
who work in major cities to prevent the spread of hate on-line are equally devoted to the
cause, but are not as intricately connected to the populace that is most affected by the
anti-government sentiment of the extremist groups.
Goals of this Study
Right-wing extremist groups have always been a part of the American political
landscape. One particular effect of Internet technology has been to expand the access
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these groups have to the general public. Through the Internet these groups spread the
words of hate, vitriol and anger that embody the philosophy of the radical Right. This
technology offers to those who hate the ability to connect with others who hate and,
perhaps, even convince people who do not hate that they should. In many ways it is a
dangerous tool in the hands of the extreme.
The first goal of this study is to shed light on this Internet use, and on the beliefs
of those who espouse such anti-government sentiment. Those who monitor the extreme
Right view education as their most valuable weapon in the fight against hate, and this
research furthers this education. Furthermore, this work examines the different debates
that have emerged because of widespread Internet use, thus a second goal is to present the
questions that surface when new technology begins to play an important role in American
society. There is much to be learned by examining the radical Right, the political uses of
Internet technology, and the issues that become apparent because of such use.
Coupled with the malicious Internet use of the extreme Right is a positive use:
while Internet technology allows the extreme Right to reach into the mainstream, it
similarly affords those who watch and study the radical Right the ability to survey their
positions and monitor their progress. In this way, the technology is liberating. The
extreme right is not going away, and it may even grow in popularity and strength. But
thanks to new technology and greater communication ability, we are able to watch them
as they operate and perhaps learn something about their attitudes that might educate the
greater good. In a free society of open discourse this is the very best we can strive for.
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CHAPTER 2
HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE EXTREME RIGHT
Discrimination has been as much a part of the American landscape as any other
political practice in our history. Since the settlers brought African slaves to the continent,
there has been an inequity between the races that has manifested itself in a variety of
social and political ways. While this is a history rich for exploration, this study addresses
only the organizations and institutions that have emerged from the developing post-
bellum white separatist movement. Here these units will be grouped according to four
categories: The Ku Klux Klan, which has the deepest historical roots in America; Neo-
Nazi (or National Socialist) groups, which emerged as a more violent offshoot of the
Klan; the militia movement, which grew from a foundation of governmental distrust
rather than racism; and finally, Christian Identity groups that secure their base along
religious lines.
What is especially interesting about this growth and development is that interest
in the white separatist movement has waxed and waned according to the politics of the
day. The KKK, for example, rose and fell according to the various incarnations of the
Civil Rights movement. In addition, the Klan, once considered the most violent terrorist
group in the nation, has moved toward a position of moderation in recent decades, opting
for political maneuvering rather than bloodshed. The neo-Nazi and militia movements
that grew from the KKK did so because their once-feared parent terrorist group was not
violent enough. And the Christian Identity movement emerged to fill a perceived moral
gap in the right wing, which paralleled the growth of the Christian fundamentalist
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movement in mainstream America starting with the Moral Majority in the 1980s As a
result, the white separatist movement has mirrored the American political landscape,
evolving within and away from society as society has changed itself. One consistency is
that the extreme Right has always tapped into the disaffection of the mainstream political
system to gain support for their activities.
The Ku Klux Klan
Six former Confederate soldiers founded the Ku Klux Klan (KKK) in Pulaski,
Tennessee, soon after the end of the Civil War. The words Ku Klux were patterned after
the Greek word kyklos, which means full circle, and the Klan was added for effect.
Members of the group disguised themselves in white robes and masks, wearing tall hats
to make them appear taller. (Katz 7) They would ride through Pulaski at night after a few
drinks, communicating with each other by whistles to avoid voice recognition. Klan
members called themselves “ghouls,” which caught on with those who saw the masked
men galloping around town. This first KKK organization did not begin the racist
overtones associated with the Klan today; instead, the second den of the Klan, founded in
Athens, Alabama, took up the goal of “maintaining white supremacy,” which caught on
with other Klan clubs. (Katz 9)
During the years of Southern Reconstruction following the Civil War, the Klan
came forward to oppose the potential power gains of former slaves and Black Americans
over white citizens. KKK members assembled in Nashville for a unity meeting where a
clear chain ofcommand was established. Because the focus of the group’s attention was
centered on maintaining white political and social power, the post-Civil War leadership
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of the Klan consisted of the elite in American society. Members ranged from 18 to 35
years of age, most were unmarried, and from either upper or middle class families,
according to research by historian William Katz. The poor could join the organization,
but those in the lower classes were restricted to the rank and file, leaving the leadership
positions for the wealthy and powerful. (Katz 26)
Since those in charge of Klan operations were working within the structures of a
once affluent society, they took pains to avoid being seen as a roving band of thugs,
opting instead to portray themselves as “southern patriots,” and their organization as an
“institution of chivalry, humanity, mercy and patriotism.” (Ibid.) In reality, the Klan
behaved like a roving band of thugs, acting violently toward Black Americans,
particularly successful landowning Black Americans. The KKK armed and deployed in
both small groups and large, always with the aim of outnumbering and terrorizing its
victims. (Katz 27)
The broader goals of the KKK included keeping Blacks from owning land,
obtaining an education or achieving any financial success. To this end, the Klan
organized politically; during the 1 868 election members of the group ran as Democrats
for public office, both statewide and national. The efforts of the KKK during this election
proved to be painful for both Black voters and for Republicans - Blacks because they
were stymied in their efforts to vote in the election, and Republicans because they were
the victims of Klan trickery that kept many GOP voters from reaching the polls.
President Ulysses Grant was elected, despite the best efforts of the KKK, and in
Washington Congress came to the realization that something had to be done to stop the
growing political influence of the Ku Klux Klan. According to historian Katz, both
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President Grant and members of Congress aimed to end Klan influence in an effort to
regain Republican power in the South. Egalitarian motives for halting the terrorism came
in a distant second. In 1870, Congress passed four Anti-Klan laws that significantly
diminished the power of the KKK. By 1872, according to historian David Chalmers, the
first incarnation of the Ku Klux Klan was over, and the group was disbanded by its then-
leader Nathan Bedford Forrest.
The changing political climate of the Progressive Era combined with the world
altering consequences of the Industrial Revolution served to re-ignite the KKK early in
the 20th century. Following the wild and somewhat unexpected success of the first full-
length feature film, “Birth of a Nation,” interest in the Klan grew. “Birth of a Nation”
chronicled the South in the post-Civil War era, portraying Black Americans as criminals,
sexual predators, or simple idiots. The movie, in both the North and South, was a smash
hit.
“Colonel” William Simmons began the group anew, hiring a public relations
specialist from Atlanta for fundraising and membership recruitment. (Dobratz et al. 34)
Calling it “The world’s greatest secret, social, patriotic, fraternal, beneficiary order,”
Simmons stressed 100% Americanism and the supremacy of the white race which
seemed to work well within the jingoistic rhetoric ofWorld War I. In addition, massive
immigration and the shift of the labor force to the nation’s urban areas re-awoke the
passions of the white power movement, and the Klan found itself with literally millions
of new recruits during this time. In 1925, the Klan paraded more than 40,000 strong down
Pennsylvania Avenue in Washington, DC between the Capitol building and the White
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House. Klan violence was considered a local problem and for the most part, the federal
government took pains to avoid interference in the movement.
Average American citizens got caught up in the Klan fervor, future Supreme
Court Justice Hugo Black and future President Harry Truman among them, and the press
took a renewed interest in the organization as well. A newspaper series investigated the
Klan, which brought it much attention from a public that grew outraged at the group’s
activities. With the public appealing to Congress for action, lawmakers were forced to
begin their own investigations and hearings into the group Said Simmons of this massive
attention: “It wasn’t until the newspapers began to attack the Klan that it really grew.
Certain newspapers also aided us by inducing Congress to investigate us. The result was
that Congress gave us the best advertising we ever got. Congress made us.” (Chalmers
38)
This second incarnation of the Klan expanded its crusade to include propaganda
against a Catholic conspiracy from the Vatican and a new emphasis on family values.
(Katz 81) Well-established members of the community led the Klan during this time,
widely considered to be the heyday of the organization. Klan reforms included modest
salaries for office holders within the organization, the maintenance of moral standards,
the public condemnation of acts of terrorism and violence, and an ambition for political
power. (Dobratz et al. 2) To this end, the KKK was successful: The elections of the 1920s
were greatly influenced by the Klan, and as historian Katz states, “Pro-KKK sentiment
surprised everyone at both major party conventions” in 1924. (Katz 99) The Klan also
worked hard to defeat Democratic presidential candidate Al Smith (a Catholic) in 1928.
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Although the 1920s were the heyday for the Ku Klux Klan, the group fell once
again due to infighting and corruption. One significant problem concerned compensation
disparities. Installed as Imperial Wizard, William Simmons had been given a large home
and had earned almost $200,000 in salary while most other Klan officials were not paid at
all. These inequities, in addition to the theft of millions of dollars raised by the Klan, was
enough to put it on rocky footing. The Great Depression, when so many Americans were
out of work and unable to pay for their basic needs, hit the KKK severely. The Klan tied
President Roosevelt s New Deal reforms to communism and a Jewish conspiracy (calling
it the ‘Jew Deal’), but it was difficult to recruit dues-paying members during a time of
such economic hardship. Hence, the Klan of the 1930s lapsed into primarily a social
organization, according to historian Chalmers, and although there was no obvious plan
for coping with the adversity of the Depression years, there were two goals that remained
consistent for the KKK at this time: Anti-immigrant xenophobia, now couched within the
obvious appeal ofjobs for Americans; and patriotism. (Chalmers 304) So while the Klan
was vocal in its opposition to labor unions, it became more subdued overall during the
1930s and 1940s.
The Post World War II era saw changes emerging in American society, as women
and Black Americans became more public in their struggle for equal rights. The Supreme
Court’s decision on public school integration. Brown v. Board ofEducation, was a harsh
blow for Klan members who fought against the ideals of assimilation. Violent Klan
reaction resumed in the aftermath ofBrown
,
beginning the third incarnation of the group.
This violence was again initially considered a local problem, with little or no federal
intervention to aid in the integration process. However, the threat of integration was
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shocking enough to not only reincarnate the Klan, but also to start new organizations as
well: middle class White Citizen Councils emerged to create a more socially acceptable
version of white separatism. As the Councils grew in number to combat the Civil Rights
struggle, the Klan grew as well and began using bombs as effective weapons in their
terror campaigns. (Katz 125) Hence, segregationists struck on two levels - at the
grassroots terrorist level of the Klan, and then on the more polite and charismatic level of
the Councils, which ultimately proved to be more effective. (Katz 135)
While the Brown decision revitalized the Klan in the South and gave rise to new
types of white separatist organizations, there remained differences in style and extremism
between the different groups. On the more “moderate” side, the White Citizens Councils
used the influence of their well-rooted and articulate leadership to protest against the
changes being proposed by the integration plans Also adopting a “moderate” position,
many Klan members protested the lunch counter sit-ins of the Civil Rights movement in a
way similar to the Civil Rights movement itself - through non-violent protest. Yet the
more radical segregationists not only advocated but also engaged in violence. In a
pamphlet entitled “Virginians Awake,” KKK “intellectual” John Kasper wrote: “Jail the
NAACP! Hang the Supreme Court Swine! Destroy the Reds! Save the White! Now damn
all race-mixers.
.
.” (Chalmers 346) In the first four years following the Brown decision,
there were 530 cases of “overt radical violence, reprisal and intimidation” in the South.
(Chalmers 343) Hence, the segregationist movement advanced on several fronts, but the
lack of cohesion proved problematic for the KKK itself.
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In 1965, the House Un-American Activities Committee (HUAC) investigated the
Klan and found it to be fragmented. According to Dobratz and Shanks-Miele, HUAC
findings included the following:
1 ) The Klan was not monolithic and consisted of different organizations.
2) Membership numbered around 40 to 50 thousand.
3) The largest group, the UKA, had not paid its taxes.
4) KKK groups have used covers to hide banking assets.
5) A considerable number of members had criminal records.
6) Secret Klan organizations carry out violence.
7) A small minority of law enforcement officials supports the Klan.
8) Decent Americans were deceived into joining the Klans by “its patriotic
and noble sounding propaganda.” (Dobratz et al. 46)
During this time the heart of Klan activity was in Georgia and Alabama with lesser
activity elsewhere. The increasing clashes between Klan members and Civil Rights
workers began to gain national attention with television coverage of the violence and
terrorism. This media attention proved to be one of the major obstacles that the KKK
could not work around and, according to historian Katz, because of the television
coverage “voters became impatient, and a Federal court system, Congress, and the
President increasingly had to protect all citizens.” (Katz 139) The scare tactics that the
KKK used were beginning to backfire on them.
Hence, the Klan lost some of its momentum during the post-Civil Rights era, and
by the late 1970s to early 1980s things began to shift within the organization. The middle
and upper class membership of the earlier days was waning, replaced by a membership
that consisted primarily of the lower middle class. (Katz 141) There were several reasons
for, and therefore consequences of, this shift. The economic instability of the late 1970s
brought with it a recession that hit factory workers, farmers, and manual laborers. This, in
combination with high interest rates and massive inflation, made the KKK an appealing
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group for many manual laborers and farmers. Building upon this, the Klan turned its
attentions against the permissive lifestyle of the 1960s and appealed to the nostalgia of
the good old days. (Katz 1 43) In doing so, the organization turned from a bomb-
throwing group to one “standing up for America.”
The Klan also began to pay new attention to recruiting younger members and
emphasizing Christian values and religious awareness. Ministers were present at the
meetings, members wore suits to attract new members, and a different kind ofKKK
emerged. One of the more well known leaders of this movement was David Duke, who
said, “We have to get out of the cow pastures and into the hotel meeting rooms,”
emphasizing the group’s potential for political mobilization. (Dobratz et al. 48)
It is here that the Klan seems to lose much of its footing. Many of the
aforementioned workers and farmers, viciously angry at the federal government for its
policies and minority groups for “stealing” their jobs and livelihoods, sought a more
active route by which to protest. This gave rise to the neo-Nazi and militia movements. In
addition, although the Klan has sought a new, more mainstream approach, the history and
fame of the Klan has been its worst enemy over the past two decades. It survives, barely,
in the face of enormous opposition that, according to Jeffrey Kaplan, comes from four
powerful sources: The American public, the federal government. Congress, and private
monitoring organizations.
The American public appears to have an almost visceral reaction against the
KKK, which is confirmed every time the Klan plans a public march, speech or rally. In
November 1999, a crowd of more than six thousand gathered at Foley Square in New
York City to protest a KKK rally of eighteen. The mood was so vehemently anti-Klan,
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that when an anti-Klan protestor said, “This is America. Even those Klan members have a
right to speak, she was beaten and spat at for fifteen minutes before she could escape.
(Hentofif58) The large, anti-Klan crowds drawn by public Klan activities routinely out
number the KKK marchers themselves, a fact that is not lost on anyone. In addition, the
Federal government has had tremendous success in infiltrating the Klan organizations
and monitoring their activities, “making covert Klan operations a dubious venture.”
(Kaplan 741) However, the Congress and the Courts have been the most effective tools
against Klan activity with lawmakers passing hate crime legislation and private civil
rights organizations using the courts to penalize the white separatist groups financially.
As a result of these disincentives, the Klan in America today is a weakened entity,
with its members moving in two distinctly different directions. On the one hand, certain
Klan groups, including the Knights of the Ku Klux Klan, led by Thomas Robb, have
taken a patriotic and professional pose. The KKK.com website plays both the national
anthem and “You’re a Grand Old Flag” as a visitor surfs its site and embraces the
nostalgia of the American past in its rhetoric. This KKK also attempts to portray itself as
a civil rights organization for Caucasians, adopting the motto, “America’s oldest, largest,
most professional white rights party.” (http://www.kkk.com) The emphasis on the
professional, in lieu of the violent, clearly aims to draw in a number of supporters who
might be wary of the Klan’s violent reputation.
The upshot of this reinvention is that the Klan now advocates a multitude of
political positions having very little to do with race and more to do with “family values”
or “Americanism.” In addition to standard Klan rhetoric against the rights of women,
homosexuals, and non-whites, the KKK also circulates opinion positions on such diverse
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topics as embryonic stem-cell testing, drug testing for welfare recipients, same-sex social
security benefits, the Navy’s treatment of Southern Baptists, the United Nations,
vacancies on the Federal Bench, and a very positive review of Pat Buchanan’s “sizzling”
new book, “The Death of the West,” just to name a few. Depicting itself as moderate, the
Klan today is trying to keep its toes in the American waters through political activity.
This is one reaction that the Klan has had to its dwindling popularity and power
The second reaction has been to embrace the more violent and reactionary
methods once popular with the group. There have been cross burnings in various parts of
the South as recently as in March 2000, when a Richland County Georgia councilman
was arrested for the crime. The Councilman was charged with the state crimes of making
terrorist threats and trespassing, and then was also charged by the FBI on federal charges
of civil rights violations and arson. (Davis, 12C) In May, 1998, three white Virginia
Beach teen agers burned a cross in the front yard of a Black couple, which set off a
Virginia State Legislature debate on the free speech constitutionality of such actions.
Since then, the Legislature has passed a broader state law making it a felony to bum any
object on property with the intent to intimidate. (“Anti-Klan Law” B02) And an African-
American man won an almost one million dollar law suit against the KKK in 1994 for
violation of his civil rights following a 1992 cross burning on his lawn. (“Judge Awards
$1 Mil” 33) Other extreme Klan activity has included a Grand Dragon in Kentucky who
held a television reporter and cameraman at gunpoint following a bad interview,
(Trigoboff 34) and a series of pro-Klan messages repeatedly spray-painted in the stairwell
of a school outside Washington, DC. (Ortiz C01)
24
However, the public and political reaction to such radical activity has been so
negative that they are the exception rather than the rule for the Klan movement. The push
towards moderation has, therefore, forced many Klan members who favor such extreme
measures to look elsewhere for their pursuits. As a result, the past two decades have seen
a tremendous growth of different types of white separatist groups, including Neo-Nazi
groups that embrace violent means for their political ends.
Neo-Nazi Organizations
Neo-Nazi groups typically adopt the symbols and rhetoric of the Third Reich
while showing “high regard” for its leader, Adolph Hitler. (Dobratz et al. 53). Neo- Nazi
organizations are more visible in Central and Eastern Europe, particularly in countries
such as Austria, Germany, the Czech Republic, and the Scandinavian nations. Recently,
neo-Nazi groups have begun emerge with great force in Russia, a fact that appears to
worry politicians in that emerging democracy. One reason for the prominence of neo-
Nazi groups abroad is the multi-party political system that these nations enjoy. Unlike the
United States’ two party system, there are so many varying degrees of ideology in Europe
that such extremism is seen as a shorter extension of existing and legitimate political
parties and political groups.
This is not to say that neo-Nazi associations are tolerated or enjoyed in Europe,
and in the main European political leaders are active in their efforts to control the actions
of these groups. This is seen most prominently in Germany, where politicians are
currently trying to restrain the more than one thousand extreme right-wing web sites
produced either in Germany itself or abroad using the German language. German
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officials have had luck, with the help of officials from the United States, in closing fifteen
German language neo-Nazi web sites that are hosted in the U S. In Germany, as in the
United States, free speech is protected; however, given the nation’s history, it is illegal to
advocate neo Nazism, anti-Semitism, and racism. There are an estimated 54 thousand
Germans tied to extreme right-wing groups. In the United States, neo-Nazi groups have
emerged as a replacement for the Klan in the modem American white separatist
movement, with estimates of the number of American neo-Nazi members or
sympathizers numbering between one and two hundred thousand. American interest in
neo-Nazism has helped to revitalize the movement world wide, evidenced by strong ties
between American neo-Nazis and their European counterparts. This connection is much
easier today due to modem technological advances, including Internet technology and
inexpensive travel options, which allow fast and easy global communication. Mark Potok
of the Southern Poverty Law Center says of these international connections between neo-
Nazi groups, “We’re seeing better funding, more hiding places, and, ultimately, greater
violence ” (Kaplan et al. 34) One major American neo-Nazi group, the National Alliance,
has chapters in eleven countries, and its main contacts within Germany are through the
National Democratic Party (NDP). (Ibid.)
The first neo-Nazi group to emerge in the United States following World War II
was the National Renaissance Party (NRP), which was founded in 1949. Almost a decade
later, claiming that the Klan was too “feeble,” George Rockwell established the American
Nazi Party (ANP) and promptly renamed it the National Socialist White People’s Party
(NSWPP). (Dobratz et al. 57) The goal of the NSWPP was to reclaim America for
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Caucasians, taking it back from minorities and immigrants, which remains a common
theme in neo-Nazi groups today. (Ibid.)
Currently the leading neo-Nazi groups include the aforementioned National
Alliance, led by William Pierce. Pierce is well known as the author of the Turner Diaries
a fictional account of the rise of white supremacy in America, which he wrote under the
pseudonym Andrew Macdonald. In the book, protagonist Turner hates America being
controlled by the Jews and the police, and his call to white separatist action is triggered
by a government ban on firearms. Pierce’s second book. Hunter , is about “Parasitic Jews
destroying America, and the need for armed civilians to carry out political assassinations
to preserve the white race.” (Berlet and Lyons 23) The themes of unfair gun control and a
Jewish conspiracy resonate widely within the extreme right wing.
Pierce expanded the National Alliance’s reach to the music industry when he
bought Resistance Records, the world’s largest purveyor of neo-Nazi recordings. The
record company, according to press reports, carries more than 250 titles and stocks over
80 thousand compact disks. (Kaplan et al, 34) Resistance claimed that it expected to
generate at least $ 750,000 in CD sales in 2000. Pierce plans to use this money for the
National Alliance's expanding political network and for the development of “white
power” music genres. (Murphy 1 ) About the white separatist movement music, one
newspaper account stated:
White power music is virtually the only kind that no radio station
will play, no club will book, few record stores will stock. In an industry
that seeks profits in outrageousness, it is the music that goes too far. Even
the old guard of the white supremacy movement viewed the violent
Skinhead culture with dismay. But now they have begun to embrace white
power music, realizing that a single compact disk can be infinitely more
powerful a recruiting tool than a parking lot full of fliers. (Murphy 1)
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Clearly this music has been a successful link between the National Alliance and
the young members it seeks to recruit, as is the continued popularity and publication of
the Turner Diaries
. The National Alliance pledges a commitment to the white race while
consistently discharging a reproachful line of attack against Jews and minorities. Its post-
September 1 1 rhetoric was initially quite forceful, with one web site posting the
message; “Anyone who is willing to drive a plane into a building to kill Jews is alright by
me.” (Sink A2) Recently, the Alliance’s language has been more temperate and focused
on its political message, sharpened to speak against both the immigration and U S. -Israeli
policies of the government. In Chicago, the National Alliance distributed fliers showing
the results of the September 1
1
th bombings in New York with the caption “Close Our
Borders” and circulated leaflets blaming the attacks on the Jewish community. (Falsani
1 1 ) In Washington, DC, members of the National Alliance helped to organize a rally at
the Israeli Embassy against U S. policy toward Israel. (Fernandez C04)
Its members are sometimes quite vociferous in defending their association with
the group, as was the case of Paul Fallovillita, a graduate student (and National Alliance
member) in the Political Science Department of Purdue University. The school, which
has a zero-tolerance policy towards bigotry and anti-Semitism, has opted to keep
Fallovillita in the department rather than face a First Amendment lawsuit. However,
Political Science professors have been ill at ease with the teaching assistant, and this
presence has caused problems within the department. National Alliance leader William
Pierce, long regarded by the Southern Poverty Law Center as the most dangerous white
separatist in America, takes a prominent stand representing his organization and is
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frequently seen in the mainstream media and quoted by both academic scholars and
journalists. He encourages his followers to do the same.
Another successful neo-Nazi organization is the Aryan Nations, established by
Richard Butler. The 84-year old Butler was in the news recently after losing a $6.3
million lawsuit verdict against his organization, thus also losing the Nations’ compound
in Coeur d’Alene, Idaho. Sued by the Southern Poverty Law Center for negligence
following the assault on two people near the compound, Butler has relocated to another
part of the state. A wealthy supporter bought Butler a $107,500 home for Butler in
Hayden, Idaho, and the Coeur d’Alene land was bought and donated to Northern Idaho
College to be used as a peace park. (“Neo-Nazi Compound” A19) In an attempt to re-
establish themselves, the Aryan Nations organization is seeking to build a “place of
worship” in Potter County, Pennsylvania, in addition to its larger and more far reaching
goal of creating a separate, all-white nation in the Northwest of the United States.
The lawsuit did more harm to Butler himself than it did to the Aryan Nations
organization. Recently, two leaders in the group, Harold Ray “Butch” Redfeaim and
August Kries, relieved Butler of his power and battled each other for the leadership of the
Nations. Neither Redfeaim nor Kries seem to embrace any position of moderation.
Redfeaim, who has served time in prison for the attempted aggravated murder of a police
officer, has stated: “I don’t rule out violence, because I deem it warranted if it’s an act of
self-defense. We have a right to free speech, and we will defend ourselves to the fullest
extent necessary.” (Lane 01B) Meanwhile, Kries, who dresses in genuine Nazi style, has
been described in news accounts as an “anti-government, anti-tax militia member whose
children attend public school and who lives off social security.” (Ibid.) While it is unclear
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who will claim the reins of the Aryan Nations (and it appears that Kreis has the advantage
to date), it is unambiguous that Richard Butler is out of power although the group he
founded survives and flourishes.
Other neo-Nazi groups with political sensitivities include the White Aryan
Resistance (WAR), led by Tom Metzger, who was also sued by the Southern Poverty
Law Center. The SPLC advocated vicarious liability 1 and won the lawsuit, with Metzger
replying: “I feel that the First Amendment right to free speech should have protected us
against liability .” (Dobratz et al. 48) Taking a pessimistic view of the system, Metzger
later wrote in his autobiography, “With WAR I became even more serious in my political
endeavors. Rather than trying to work with the system, I shifted my stance and became
more anti-system than ever. I condemn the federal government, the idle rich, the one
party system.
.
(Ibid.)
Not all neo-Nazi groups have such political leanings, however, and their goals and
procedures are more varied than those of the National Alliance, Aryan Nations or the
WAR. Other neo-Nazi groups include Skinhead organizations, seen more often in Europe
than in the United States due to their British origins. Defined as a “working class
delinquent subculture,” British Skinheads are young men notable for their shaved heads,
massive combat boots, and appreciation of violence. (Dobratz et al. 63) More wary of the
non-white than the government, Skinheads tend to eschew the political in favor of the
racist. Immigrant bashing has been a particular problem in Europe, with the Skinheads
mostly responsible. In America, Skinheads are similarly young and underprivileged.
Many found their way to the neo-Nazi groups through the music previously mentioned
1
Vicarious Liability is when one person is found to be liable for the criminal actions of another person,
even though the first person was not directly responsible for the crime.
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and have joined the organizations more for social reasons than political, finding a kinship
among other anti-Semites and white separatists. Many Skinheads adopt the Third Reich
styles of dress and speech.
Although the rhetoric might be more tame than incendiary in the public eye, its
results have proven to be no less violent. Looking to the Turner Diaries as a blueprint,
those on the extreme right have taken the situations at the Branch Davidian compound in
Waco, Texas, and the siege at Ruby Ridge as calls for action. Oklahoma City bomber
Timothy McVeigh was said to have a copy of the Diaries in his possession at the time of
his arrest. And while the Turner Diaries fictionally accounted the Jewish and police ban
on firearms as its call to violence, those so inclined have drawn similar parallels to the
incidents just mentioned.
The situations at Ruby Ridge and Waco have served as a rallying cry for those on
the extreme right, who see the two incidents as evidence of immense governmental
deception, invasion, and dishonesty. In both cases, federal officials used weapons
violations as reasons for long-term investigation and surveillance of citizens who
removed themselves from the mainstream and in both cases, the result was violence that
ended with the death of those being watched. Waco and Ruby Ridge, while fading from
the minds of most in the American body politic, remain very much a part of the right
wing vernacular.
In 1991, Randy Weaver was arrested in Idaho for selling two sawed off shotguns
to undercover federal law enforcement officials. Instead of appearing for his court date.
Weaver, his wife Vicki, their children, and a family friend named Kevin Harris
barricaded themselves in the Weaver’s cabin in Ruby Ridge. Federal marshals were
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afraid of hurting the children and opted not to storm the cabin, deciding instead to wait
Weaver out. It proved to be a dubious decision. In the first place, the Federal officials
underestimated Weaver’s inflexibility and his distrust of the governmental system that
was waiting to take him to jail. Secondly, they were unaware that the cabin was, in the
main, self-sustaining. The Weavers, with the help of food deliveries from loyal neighbors
and friends, stayed in the cabin for over a year and a half until violence erupted. On a
routine surveillance of the property, the Weaver’s dog attacked Federal officials, and
shooting began that resulted in the shooting death of the Weaver’s son, Samuel. Two
days later, Weaver said he was going to visit the body of his slain child when he was hit
in the arm by a sniper’s bullet. He returned wounded to his cabin, met his wife Vicki who
was holding their eight month old child in the open door waiting for him, and a sharp
shooter, aiming for Randy, shot Vicki in the head killing her instantly. The baby was
unharmed. The entire Weaver family, to include their young daughters, was heavily
armed and well trained in gunfire. (Walker 1)
Those who support the Weavers fault the government for excessive force against
a family who moved to the rural area because, according to Vicki’s sister, Julie Brown,
they “thought they had a better chance to live their beliefs there.” (Ibid.) They also see a
massive cover up of the “mistakes” made by the government officials and point out that
the case against the sharpshooter who killed Vicki Weaver was dismissed by a federal
court. (Ibid.) This alone would have warranted enough attention from those on the
extreme right but combined with the situation at Waco, separatists have begun to embrace
an anti-government rhetoric that equals their racist fervor.
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The situation at Waco was similar to that at Ruby Ridge, but on a larger scale.
The Branch Davidians are the “distant consequence” of a conflict in the Seventh Day
Adventist church over 60 years ago. Members of the group are deeply religious and
follow the writings of the bible as closely as the words of their former leader, David
Koresh. The group lived in a compound known as Mount Carmel, and members
separated themselves from society and “the system.” Law enforcement observation of the
Branch Davidian compound began in 1992 when a United Parcel Service driver told
officials that he had delivered a shipment ofdummy hand grenades to Mt. Carmel.
Officials traced a number of weapons and ammunition shipments to the Davidians, which
t^SS^red surveillance of the compound. In 1993, the compound came under intense
scrutiny from law enforcement officials after months of observation by the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms. Charges against the group included stockpiling weapons
and child abuse. The standoff between members of the Branch Davidians and law
enforcement officials started following a raid on February 28th and lasted 5 1 days. The
siege ended on April 19, 1993 when the fire caused by Federal tanks killed 86 Branch
Davidian followers including Koresh and seventeen children.
For those on the extreme right, these two incidents seem to exemplify all that is
truly nefarious about the United States Government: that it is an entity comprised of
immoral and deceptive, self-serving men and women, tyrannical by nature, controlled by
money (and by the Jews) and in now way representing them. It is no wonder that one
reason Oklahoma City bomber Timothy McVeigh gave for his actions was retaliation
against the U S. government for Waco and Ruby Ridge. Indeed, McVeigh chose April
19
th
,
the anniversary of the Waco disaster, as the day he blew up the Murrah building.
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Militias
The Patriot movement in the United States is a large one, with membership
estimated at five million or more. (Berlet and Lyons 22). It is important to remember that
the Patriot movement itself is not necessarily a violent one, being comprised of a wide
variety of groups, ranging from the “moderate” John Birch Society to the radical racists
in the neo-Nazi groups previously discussed. (Ibid.) These groups share in common the
anti-government rhetoric that focuses on alleged constitutional violations, which run the
gamut from infringement of free speech to gun control and taxation concerns. (Ibid.)
In their extensive work on the militia movements, scholars Chip Berlet and
Matthew Lyons make several useful observations. First, they note that not all militias or
all members are anti-Semitic or racist, and to assume that they are increases the division
between the mainstream political system and the Patriot movement. Second, they note
that it is also wrong to assume that all members of the movement are “marginal
individuals on the fringe of society” instead they point to the fact that many are active
members of their communities who simply disdain or distrust the government. (Berlet
and Lyons 24) They also note that the militia movement has risen from true economic
hardship, especially in the lower middle class and rural areas. The government, according
to these authors, is a convenient and sensible scapegoat as it is the ruling body that
controls both the economy and regulatory policy. Hence, this examination of the militias
is divided into two sections: First, moderate militia members, a group comprised of
frustrated citizens who see the government as the cause, and not the solution, of their
troubles; second, the more extreme militia members who are seemingly ready to commit
to bloodshed as a means to an end
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Some roots of the militia movement are found in the agricultural crisis that began
in the 1980s and continues to this day. Agricultural expert A V Krebs finds that this
crisis has created a “fault line separating rural and urban America,” putting those
victimized by the agricultural predicament in a vulnerable position as targets for
recruitment by the militia movement. (Wirpsa 10) Indeed, globalization has forced
changes within American society that have had a genuinely negative impact on small
farmers. This, combined with the increasing number of regulations due to environmental
conservation and workplace safety policies, has created an atmosphere that is ripe for
anger and anti-government sentiment. Many of these militia members are those ofwhom
Berlet and Lyons write, not extreme members who advocate violence, but more moderate
ones who need an outlet for their resentment.
These moderate militia members find fault with both the political and legal
systems in America, and hence their obsession is focused more on laws and rules than on
Jews and African Americans. These members sometimes try to use the systems they
abhor to their advantage, and then point to the failure of their efforts as justification of
their distrust. An example of this is James Nichols, the brother of Oklahoma City
bombing co-conspirator Terry Nichols and a militia sympathizer, who was ticketed in
1993 for speeding and driving without a valid driver’s license. When he went to court to
fight the charges, Nichols insisted that the federal government did not have the
constitutional power to regulate a citizen’s private travel: “I have put everyone concerned
here on notice of what is going on here, to violate my rights of free travel as cited in the
Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of Michigan.” (Glastris et al 23)
Those in this frame of mind adhere not only to the belief that the government is out to get
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them, but also that as a society we have strayed far from the original intent of our
founders. Put simply:
What all “patriots” do seem to share, beyond the well publicized
fear that the federal government is stealing their rights, is a passionate
devotion to the precise language of the nation’s founding documents.
Imagine Robert Bork and Nat Hentoff dropping acid in the woods
and you begin to get the picture. (Ibid.)
Much of the original intent expression can be traced back to the Posse Comitatus, a now
defunct militant anti-government group that claimed international bankers controlled the
Federal Reserve Bank and that any constitutional amendment beyond the Bill of Rights
was invalid. (Glastris et al. 26) Although the Posse Comitatus was wiped out in the mid
1980s, their legalistic maneuvers and rhetoric survived.
On the other side of the militia spectrum are those who do advocate (and
sometimes instigate) violence. While there are militia groups and members who would
eschew violent behavior, many organizations and participants have close ties to the
previously discussed neo-Nazi groups and other aggressive extremist factions. Although
many militia associates are simply devout members of the National Rifle Association,
there are also many who see the restriction of Second Amendment Rights as, quite
literally, a call to arms. Similarly, while many members are simply anti-choice activists,
there are those who advocate the killing of abortion doctors as a valid course of political
conduct. Hence, the spectrum is a wide one between the two ends of the militia
movement.
A Virginia militia group published a newsletter that stated the following:
Hit and run tactics will be our method of fighting. . . We will destroy
targets such as telephone relay centers, bridges, fuel storage tanks,
communications towers, radio stations, airports, etc. . . . Human targets
will be engaged when it is beneficial to the cause to eliminate particular
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individuals who oppose us (troops, police, political figures, snitches etc )(Swomley 8)
The unfortunate reality is that this rhetoric, while easily dismissed as extreme and silly,
can lead to quite dire consequences, as evidenced by the Oklahoma City bombing. And
although most militias take great pains to distance themselves publicly from the carnage
following the bombing of the Murrah building, privately their language continues to
incite.
Whether temperate or violent, militias share the common belief that they are not
subservient to the rules and norms of the United States government. The Montana Militia
itself states the following in its literature:
[T]he Militia is not a military group originally under the rule
of the United States government. The Militia is a civilian defense
organization, which is an absolute right reserved respectively to the
people, and such rights are protected by Article X of the
Bill of Rights, which states: ‘The powers not delegated to the United
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are
reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.’
(Montana Militia Statement of Purpose)
Based on this sense of independence, militia members can be the most dangerous to
American society, as they do not believe they need to abide by the laws that govern the
body politic. This sense of independence, combined with paranoia that the government is
tyrannical and corrupt, can prove to be treacherous.
Christian Identity Assemblies
Much of the rhetoric of the militias derives from both a close interpretation of the
nation’s founding documents and a close adherence to religious beliefs that encompass
the legalistic tenants of original intent. This is where the Christian Identity movement
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enters the picture, intersecting the religious framework of the extreme right wing with the
political. The origins of the movement are traced back to mid- 19th century Great Britain
and the philosophy of British Israelism, which stated that the lost tribes migrated over the
Caucasus Mountains to become Anglo-Saxon peoples. (Dorbratz et al. 72) This view has
evolved throughout the years and developed into a religious philosophy, that blends anti-
Semitism with racism in a battle between the “Children of darkness” (the Jews) and the
Aryan race. (Ibid.) When these religious beliefs, rooted in biblical interpretation, are
extended to the political realm, the result is a powerful distrust of the government,
political actors, and outside institutions that make up our political system.
According to one student of the Christian Identity movement, Michael Barkun,
the combination reveals itself as such:
The tribulation will be the era of the Antichrist, Satan’s
final instrument in his struggle to defeat God in the battle
for control of the world. Rightists see the federal government
falling more and more under control of malevolent forces.
.
.
If the aim of the Antichrist’s forces is to displace constitutional authority,
the theory goes, it must do so by stealth and subterfuge.
.
.
Hence right-wing conspiratorialism is enfolded in a more sweeping
religious vision of armed struggle in the end-time, when the aware
and the saved battle with the mysterious hidden “they” who manipulate
power - in guises as varied as the FBI, the Federal Reserve, the Trilateral
Commission, and the Anti-Defamation League. (Barkun, 1995: 740)
It is evident that there is a significant overlap between the Christina Identity and militia
movements; central to both is the theme of governmental tyranny. Unique, however, to
the Christian Identity movement is the concept and timing of the apocalypse and, with
this, the period of tribulation when “Christ will return to claim his people amid earthly
destruction.” (Doskoch 12) According to Charles Strozier of the John Jay College Center
on Violence and Human Survival, fundamentalist militia members believe Christ will
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return after a violent apocalypse, and “They want to be there when the rivers turn red.
They want to take their Uzis and fight it out with the Beast. God needs their help.”
(Doskoch 13) Hence the immense focus on gun rights: limits on such are not only a threat
to their constitutional rights, but also a threat to their religious beliefs
According to Barkun, there are three core beliefs of the Christian Identity
movements: (1) that white Americans are the offspring of Israelites; (2) that Jews are not
Israelites, but instead are children of Satan; and (3) that the world is on the verge of a
final apocalyptic struggle between good and evil. (Dobratz et al. 73) The movement is
undergoing a revival in certain areas of the country, and the Southern Poverty Law
Center estimates that there are more than 50 thousand followers of the Christian Identity
movement. Similar to the militia movement in that a wide range of beliefs exist within
Christian Identity, there is often violence that emerges from the intolerance of the faith.
Michael Reynolds of the SPLC describes the Christian Identity movement this way:
Crimes like murder and bank robbery are not crimes to them
because they believe the laws they’re breaking are merely man’s laws. . . to
them if you’re acting in furtherance of God’s law, then you are doing the
righteous thing. (Thomas 415)
Indeed, the call to violence has been something that members of Christian Identity groups
have used with greater frequency in the recent past, a most notable example of which is
the rhetoric used by Mathew Hale, founder of the Christian Identity church, the World
Church of the Creator. Shortly after the events of September 1
1
th
,
Hale wrote:
As the bombs rain down upon Afghanistan, let us remember that
it is the Jewish Occupied Government in Washington, DC that
is gaining the most by this event, and that any victory in this
campaign accrues to the benefit of the enemies of our white racial
loyalist idea. (Knickerbocker 2)
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Hence, the racial delineations defined by the Christian Identity movement also serve to
define the levels of violence employed by the movement itself.
Conclusions
It is clear that there are, as historians Dobratz and Shanks-Meile write, three
categories in the white separatist movement. The first consists of those advocating
political change, upset with the current state of the American political system but not
critical of the democratic system as a whole. This group includes the modem day
incarnation of the Ku Klux Klan which aims to get into the hotel meeting rooms, and the
more moderate militia and Christian Identity movement members. The second grouping
Dobratz and Shanks-Miele describe as resistance fighters, those who do advocate the use
of violence as a means to an end. More militant, these include members of the neo-Nazi
organizations and the more radical militia and Christian Identity members, especially
those who advocate a separate white nation and those who use force to elucidate their
goals and beliefs. The final group is one considered to be underground, and thus the most
dangerous. The so-called “lone wolf 1 is an individual who acts without the operational
support of a group yet takes the message so much to heart that he or she acts upon it.
These are the white separatists who the FBI most fears, because they are difficult to
watch and impossible to predict. McVeigh is an horrific example of the underground lone
wolf, who acted on the idea “run silent, run deep.” (Dobratz et al. 82)
The white separatist movement in America has clearly developed throughout the
years, growing from its roots in post-Civil War America to the modern day paramilitary
unit. The common thread between these different groupings is that their political
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statements, be they overtly violent, obliquely vicious, or innocuously angry, are in the
form of address and not in the form of discussion. This is where the white separatist
movement has not evolved - the absence of discourse has remained consistent. In an age
where violence is so easily accomplished such a one-sided “discussion” is, at the very
least, dangerous.
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CHAPTER 3
RIGHT WING IDEOLOGY
Political ideology is a difficult concept: one man’s moderate is another man’s
extremist. As the cliche has it, where you stand depends on where you sit, and it is here
that definitions and identities can get confusing. In terms of right-wing ideology, it is
possible (although intellectually dishonest) to group all conservatives into one category,
typing all of those right-of-center in the same way. This is especially suspect when
examining the radical right, which veers so far from the mainstream that it operates
largely outside the political system. This chapter explores the similarities and differences
found along the right-wing spectrum, with specific regard to their misgivings concerning
the federal government. While there are some common opinions shared by all right-wing
groups, the disparities between them are far greater than the correspondence. The result
of this divergence manifests itself in the violent and dangerous behavior of those on the
extreme Right.
A common sentiment shared by most white separatist groups is an intense dislike
of the government, especially the national government, a feeling that is also held by many
moderate conservatives who view the large federal bureaucracy as a serious hindrance to
good government. Throughout the American experience, the government’s size and scope
has been at issue, from the Founding debates over centralized power to the modern
debates concerning the power of the states. The twentieth century saw a tremendous
growth in the size of the federal government, which in turn gave rise to increasing
concerns about its reach and power. The New Deal dramatically increased the magnitude
of the federal government, to the point that dismantling the additions created by New
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Deal programs would prove to be impossible. The Great Society increased both the size
and reach of the national government, extending its regulatory arm into areas - jobs, the
environment, housing -in ways and to an extent not previously known. (See Table I)
Since then, there have been several major attempts to shrink the size of the government.
Nixon s New Federalism (1972) aimed to shift power away from the federal government
and back to the states. The Reagan Era’s antipathy toward so-called big government
found voice in the promise to “get government off your backs,” evidenced by Reagan’s
“Federalism Initiate” announced in his 1982 State of the Union address. The “devolution”
revolution of the 1990s was in no small part one of Reagan’s legacies. The late twentieth
century has thus been a period of heated debate about the size and scope of the
government, one in which even the Democrats seemed to agree with President Bill
Clinton’s declaration that the end of big government was at hand
In reforming the federal role by shifting power to the states, those who find the
federal bureaucracy objectionable effectively condemn as well the officials and
institutions that make up the national government. It is not surprising that those on the
extreme Right share these negative feelings toward the government, nor that they take
them to a much further than do their moderate counterparts. Within the wide conservative
ideological spectrum, there is seemingly some common ground. But, the extreme Right
tends to reject any commonalities between their arguments and those of the mainstream
and to pursue instead extraordinary methods of politicization and communication.
Because the radical Right does not feel that government represents them, the enormous
growth and significance of the government in the life of the average American seems
unbearable to them. Hence, while mainstream conservatives bash big government and
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attempt to shift power to other levels, the extreme right tends to see all governmental
structures - particularly those at the federal level - as uniformly destructive. They
therefore want to distance themselves from even those conservative tenets on which both
moderate and extreme agree. The result is a wholesale rejection of the American political
system.
The first task, then is to undertake an examination of the development of right-
wing ideology throughout the twentieth century to see where the modem anti-government
sentiment took root and how is has evolved throughout the years.
The Foundations of Liberalism
The definition of liberalism has changed so often in the evolution of American
politics that it is useful to remind ourselves that the “liberalism” of today is dramatically
different from that of the Founding. As John Diggins notes, two expressions of liberalism
dominated American political thought in the Revolutionary Era: first, the notion of liberal
individualism valued freedom, autonomy and individual triumph, and sought to reduce
the influence of the government while concurrently honoring the will of the people; and
secondly, the concept of liberal pluralism valued the power and efficacy of the state while
favoring the concepts of power balances and system checks. The debates concerning the
scope and size of the government started early and have been constant through American
political history.
While the development of the nation produced an expansion to expand both
geographically and demographically throughout the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries,
the largest growth of the federal government occurred in the twentieth century following
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the massive economic reorganization and expansion of the Industrial Era. Great waves of
immigration, combined with technological advances that enlarged the urban areas of the
nation, brought new challenges and opportunities for those leading the country.
According to Alan Brinkley, the definition of liberal during the early years of the
twentieth century generally referred to economic freedoms that imagined a “fluid,
changing society in which the state would not protect existing patterns of wealth and
individuals could pursue goals and advance freely.” (Brinkley 8) This supported the
capitalistic world that was expanding with a larger and more mobile populace and a great
increase in the production of consumer goods. But as capitalism expanded its reach, it
produced new social problems. New domestic policy concerns included labor abuses,
housing shortages, and infrastructure failures. Ongoing economic concerns included both
the continuing threat of monopoly and unfair corporate manipulation that wreaked havoc
on the average American worker. Early 20th century presidents such as Theodore
Roosevelt sought to address these problems, which in turn gave rise to the second form of
liberalism that Brinkley calls: “reform liberalism.” Here, reformers believed in the
“interconnectedness of society” and saw the need to protect the citizenry from excessive
corporate power. (Brinkley 9) Seeking to improve the basic public subsistence levels,
reform liberals began to see the government as a solution to the problems of the times.
Policy and economic concerns erupted during the Great Depression, which threw
both the private sector and the public need into disarray. Franklin Roosevelt inherited this
dilemma and built his “New Deal” as a programmatic solution to the desperate economic
condition of the Great Depression. The early New Deal, in the words of Richard
Hofstadter, was a “chaos of experimentation” that included a wide range of reform
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proposals, some of which succeeded, many of which did not. Initial victories included the
establishment of aid to farmers through the Agricultural Adjustment Administration
(AAA), banking reforms through the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC),
unemployment relief through the Civil Works Administration (CWA) and the Civilian
Conservation Corps (CCC), and stock market regulation through the Securities and
Exchange Commission (SEC). These programs, along with others that sought to bring
stability to a staggering economy and a volatile society, were easily accepted and became
popular with the American public. The Supreme Court, however, found many of these
legislative actions in violation of the interstate commerce clause, invalidated many of the
key New Deal programs, in addition to which conservatives took a dim view of the
expansion of governmental powers that the programs demanded. But while the New Deal
was not an unqualified success, it did put into place what Sidney Milkis refers to as the
“conscious cooperative use of government power that can bring reform ” (39)
In his first three terms as president, Roosevelt managed to alter the American
conception of government and to increase both the size and scope of the federal role.
FDR’s New Deal response to the Great Depression was one that embraced the notion of a
large federal government as a potential solution to the problems of American citizens. In
his Commonwealth Club address of 1932, he argued stated that the function of
government was “to assist the development of an economic declaration of rights, and
economic constitutional order.” (Milkis 39) In doing this, FDR introduced “rights-talk”
into American political discourse, which asserted that individuals had certain “positive”
rights that the government had a responsibility secure, and that the American people were
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entitled to a government that would provide that which was required for the realization of
these rights.
The main thrust of the New Deal was federal government assistance in both
economic and social policy, a concept that gave rise to Brinkley’s third concept of
liberalism, New Deal liberalism.” Here the focus was on expanding the rights and
freedoms of individuals through the new positive rights that the New Deal enacted. This
resulted in a political realignment that brought new groups into the Democratic Party,
including black Americans, Catholics, Jews, and working class unionists. These groups
formed the New Deal Coalition,” the results of this combination may still be seen today.
According to Milkis, the inclusion of the New Deal coalition within the Democratic Party
redefined the Democrats as a “more national and programmatic organization,” and thus
clearly put national policy within the Democratic political camp. (63) As FDR sought to
expand the administrative state to include the national policy programs that would bring
prosperity back to the country, the American public began to accept the new role of
government as defined by the Roosevelt and his New Deal.
There were those, however, who were not in favor of this new style of
government. Conservatives of several stripes saw the New Deal as an insidious threat to
American ideals. The different techniques employed to defeat the New Deal initiatives
illustrated the differences between those along the right-wing spectrum, ranging from
simple partisan opposition employed by moderates to more violent activity used by the
extreme Right. Extremists opposed the New Deal on racial and religious ground, as
many New Dealers were either Catholic or Jewish, which offended Klan members.
Moreover, many of those against whom the Klan stood, particularly unionists and
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“socialists," were “taking leadership in campaigns to raise living standards [and they]
soared in public esteem.” (Katz 123) The New Deal coalition also included minorities,
which the extreme Right also found objectionable.
In addition, many on the Right saw the New Deal as akin to communism and thus
a threat to constitutional government, as David Chalmers writes: “Radical rats, like Felix
Frankfurter, John Dewey, and Rexford Tugwell, were [seen as] gnawing away at the
Constitution, and to underline their feeling about ‘That Man’ in the White House, Atlanta
Klansmen paraded along the announced route of [FDR’s] proposed visit.” (Chalmers
308) Tying these themes together, the Imperial Wizard of the Klan, Hiram Evans, in 1934
stated that his group stood for a return to an ‘older, orderly America and was opposed to
the “communism ofFDR and the Jews.” (Katz 124)
The New Deal, of course, was not popular among more moderate conservatives,
who felt that FDR’s administration had grown too powerful and that many of the New
Deal initiatives contained socialist tendencies. A bi-partisan alliance of conservative
Southern Democrats and Republicans aimed their guns at later New Deal initiatives, and
defeated a good number of proposals that FDR tried to move through Congress,
especially after the 1938 election. (Goodwin 45) Conservative opposition to the New
Deal focused on the large increases in public spending, high rates of taxation, and the
expanded size and power of the federal government.
According to historian Doris Kearns Goodwin, there was another factor that also
put the New Deal into jeopardy: World War II. In the 1930s, the country was not
supportive of American intervention abroad and was split along ideological lines. In the
main, those on the Left did not support military action, while those on the Right tended to
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see foreign policy in a more hawkish light. Goodwin writes, “The president’s enemies on
domestic issues were his friends in foreign policy, and vice versa.” (Goodwin 45) It was
this divergence between foreign and domestic policy initiatives that would become more
problematic for New Deal supporters as the years progressed, especially with the rise of
the Cold War. During his more than three terms in office, Roosevelt saw a variety of
programmatic victories and defeats. After FDR’s death in 1945, President Harry Truman
tried to maintain the New Deal program by protecting the policies FDR had begun.
Truman expanded upon Roosevelt’s New Deal foundation to extend social security,
increase the minimum wage, and support urban development. Yet following the end of
World War II, international conditions continued to intrude upon domestic policy, and the
ensuing Cold War shifted the focus of domestic policy and programmatic rights toward
the threat of communism at home.
The liberal reformers of the New Deal found themselves in a difficult place
following World War II and the start of the Cold War. New Deal programs, which
conservatives saw as akin to socialism, remained in place, but many New Dealers who
were once members of the Communist or Socialist parties found themselves forced aside
in by the Red Scare that seized the federal government. As liberalism was tied to
communism, those who saw big government as a solution and not a problem were more
and more removed from power.
During this time, President Dwight Eisenhower tried to moderate the liberal
notions of the New Deal, and did so on a case-by-case basis in lieu of a widespread
effort, acknowledging that the New Deal had become an integral part of the American
political landscape. (Milkis 166) Mainstream public opinion had accepted many of the
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New Deal programs, yet remained skeptical of their socialist implications. At the same
time, the pervasive anticommunist mood of the time brought many groups together, as
this was the one belief on which most everyone agreed. As Eisenhower led the
Republican Old Guard there was less divergence of conservative opinion concerning both
foreign and domestic policy. The only variance was the degree to which the anti-
communist fervor played out.
Virulent anticommunists such as Senator Joseph McCarthy may have attracted
more media attention, but principal Red Scare players built upon a growing foundation of
socially reactionary anticommunist policy. Sociologist Sara Diamond notes that this base
included the 1947 Truman Administration decision to impose loyalty checks on all
federal workers, the 1948 Alger Hiss spy case, and the Rosenberg trial followed by their
1953 execution. (Diamond, 1995: 37) There had been American anticommunist
organizations as early as the start of the twentieth century. One such group was the
American Coalition of Patriotic Societies (ACPS), founded in 1927 to oppose
communism and immigration, which continued through the years to oppose foreign aid
and any diplomatic ties with communist nations. (Diamond, 1995: 51) The right wing
groups that began to gain prominence during this time included the John Birch Society,
established in 1958. Named after a soldier killed by Chinese Communists ten days after
World War II ended, Birchers opposed not only communism, but also the essence of the
New Deal, arguing against Social Security, farm subsidies, and pro-union legislation.
(Diamond, 1995: 52) During the Eisenhower years, more and more anticommunist
groups began to emerge and gain momentum, but Daniel Bell observes that the pervasive
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anticommunist sentiment of the time was more encompassing and important than any one
man (like McCarthy) or any one group (like the ACPS).
The Emerging Conservatism
While anticommunism was the prevailing thought of the time, the Eisenhower Era
also marked the emergence of the civil rights movement. The 1954 Brown v. Board of
Education decision desegregating public education was the catalyst for both pro and anti-
segregation responses throughout the nation. From that time on, the South became a
battleground between those who wanted to preserve the status quo and those who wished
for racial progress. Segregationists called the day the Brown decision was handed down
Black Monday’ and began maneuvers to prevent Southern schools from integrating.
One tool in their arsenal was the Association of Citizens’ Councils, a grassroots
organization structured around the prevention of integration. Addressing the “Black
Monday” decision, Council member Judge Tom Brady claimed that the Brown decision
had socialistic underpinnings. Rejecting the Supreme Court decision, he argued, “halt[ed]
the ‘influx of Communist-minded immigrants,’ exposure of ‘communist’ infiltration of
the churches, and the election, not appointment, of future Supreme Court justices.”
(Diamond, 1995: 71) One 1956 annual report of the Mississippi Association of Citizens’
Councils stated the following:
The NAACP, CIO and other left-wing groups are well organized
and highly financed. There are 40 million white Southerners and
only 300 thousand members of the NAACP in the entire nation.
Forty million white Southerners, or a fraction thereof, if properly
organized, can be a power in this Nation, but they must be thoroughly
organized from the town and county level up . . . The fate of the Nation
may rest in the hands of the Southern white people today.
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If we white Southerners submit to this unconstitutional judge-made law of nine
political appointees, the malignant powers of mongrelization, communism and
atheism will surely destroy this nation from within. (Diamond, 1995: 73)
Eisenhower was essentially hands-offwhen it came to dealing with the tumult of civil
rights, which angered those on both sides of the ideological spectrum. Many on the Right
felt that he was too moderate, calling him “insufficiently distinguishable from New Deal
Democrats.” (Diamond, 1995: 60) It was at this time that some on the Right began to
move further right, and anti-New Deal rhetoric began to take the form of hostility to big
government. Those on the Right sought a political candidate more dedicated to their
cause, and in 1964 found one in Barry Goldwater. Goldwater argued that too much
dependence on the state weakened the public, and as such the state had very few
legitimate functions: “maintaining internal order, keeping foreign foes at bay,
administering justice, removing obstacles to the free interchange of goods” (Andrew 18)
Embracing the constitutional philosophy ofwhat he called “original intent,” Goldwater
aimed his antipathy to the emergence of the large federal bureaucracy that was one
consequence of the New Deal.
The Republican Party saw its chance to expand its base to include the South, and
in Goldwater found a candidate who was not only tough on communism, but also
sympathetic to states rights, which suited segregationists as well His hard-line stands
moved the GOP further to the Right, accepting the now famous Goldwater convention
speech statement: “Extremism in the defense of liberty is no vice. And moderation in the
defense of freedom is no virtue.” The Goldwater nomination was important in that the
candidate embodied a strong anti-New Deal stand. According to Diamond, “Goldwater
also advocated a 10% yearly reduction in federal domestic spending programs. He
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favored an end to all federal farm subsidies, and a ban on both political activities by trade
unions and industry-wide bargaining. He even voiced opposition to the graduated income
tax as an artificial means for ‘enforcing equality among unequal men’.” (Diamond, 1995:
63) This connection between the federal mandate of racial desegregation and the big
government programs of the New Deal led many moderate conservatives to enter the
civil rights era with a new dislike of the federal government.
In addition, most mainstream Republicans adhered to the New Deal coalition
voting patterns and assumed that the Black vote went Democratic. In 1963, Jackie
Robinson, a Republican who broke the color barrier in Major League baseball, warned
Goldwater against isolation from African Americans in an article for the Saturday
Evening Post called “The GOP: For White Men Only.” (Lind 126) Goldwater had
effectively dismissed Robinson’s argument when he spoke in Atlanta and said: “We’re
not going to get the Negro vote as a block in 1964 and 1968, so we ought to go hunting
where the ducks are ” (Ibid.) This sentiment was re-affirmed in 1968 with Nixon’s
“Southern Strategy,” where the GOP looked South to pick up voters who felt abandoned
by the programmatic liberalism of the Great Society. In The Emerging Republican
Majority
, author Kevin Phillips identifies the Southern realignment of this time as the key
to Richard Nixon’s capture of the Presidency in 1968.
Radicals on the Right, states Diamond, also tied communism to desegregation in
the belief that the federal government was part of a large conspiracy to bring socialism to
the American political system. Members of the Citizens Councils wrote in their literature
at this time:
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The wheel of federal oppression has many spokes. Beginning
with a slow roll in the thirties, it gathered speed and power
through the forties and fifties. It now threatens to wipe out the
individual will to resist and to grind us to grist for a greedy,
socialist-minded dictatorship in Washington. (Diamond, 1995: 73)
This addition of race to the anti-government sentiment of the radical Right garnered
greater force through the acceleration of the Civil Rights movement and the enactment of
the Civil Rights Acts of 1964 and 1965 that were a central part of Johnson’s Great
Society program.
As Johnson sought to continue both FDR’s New Deal legacy of national
government involvement in social concerns and JFK’s civil rights legacy, the government
took on additional roles in the lives of everyday Americans. And while Johnson tried to
reassure congressional conservatives in his party that the Great Society programs would
not alienate voters, but many were antagonized nonetheless. (Dallek 191) Unlike the New
Deal, which was established during economic hard times, the Great Society was started
when the country was actually doing very well economically. The Civil Rights Act of
1964 outlawed job discrimination in public accommodations and jobs; the 1965 Voting
Right Act guaranteed voting rights to Black Americans; while a 1968 civil rights act
aimed to end housing discrimination. Yet the Great Society programs took even greater
steps towards ensuring equal rights for all Americans, to include the Medicare national
health care program, Education Acts that assisted lower and higher education needs of the
poor, and the establishment of two federal agencies: The Department of Housing and
Urban Development and the Department of Transportation. Perhaps the most prominent
Great Society component was the War on Poverty, headed by Sergeant Shriver, which
included several lasting programs including Food Stamps and Head Start.
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This entire new infrastructure, especially the bureaucratic expansion of two new
agencies, antagonized those on the Right. LBJ believed that conservative members of
Congress used the war in Vietnam as a way of opposing Great Society legislation: “They
hate this stuff,” said Johnson, “They don’t want to help the poor and the Negroes but
they re afraid to be against it at a time like this when there’s been all this prosperity.”
(Dallek, p. 244) In addition, the growing Neo-conservative movement began to focus its
attention, which had been primarily turned toward anticommunism and foreign policy
prior to this, toward issues of domestic policy. (Diamond, 1995: 191) One Neo-
conservative leader, Irving Kristol, saw the Republican Party playing second fiddle to the
Democratic Party in terms of domestic policy, and starting in the late 1960s sought to
change this. (Drury 1 59) Many conservatives at this time felt that liberals had taken the
American middle class hostage by supporting the expansion of the federal government so
successfully during the Great Society and acting in a manner that was dramatically
different than the American middle class. (Drury 160)
The Johnson years were not only the time of the Great Society, of course, but also
the years of tremendous societal tumult due to the demonstrations that accompanied the
Civil Rights movement and the war in Vietnam. Protestors on college campuses, in
America’s south, and in the nation’s capitol began to march for equal rights for all
Americans and to protest against the conflict in Southeast Asia. Television broadcasts of
protests turned riots and violence against innocent activists caused outrage among most
Americans regardless of their ideological viewpoint, but a sense of anarchy was also
prominent. Furthermore, the shift from civil rights and integration early in the 1960 to a
more militant Black Power movement at the end of the decade caught many liberals off
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guard. Similarly, the cultural revolution of the 1960s, which produced the hippy
traditions that included drug use and free love, also turned moderates more conservative.
As the protests mounted and the tragedies of Robert Kennedy and Martin Luther King’s
assassinations took their toll on the nation, what emerged was a mood shift toward law
and order.
Within the government, the shift from categorical grants in aid to community
empowerment and direct intervention by federal welfare officials changed attitudes about
the growth of the federal government. And the political parties themselves were changing
from the staid normalcy of earlier years to something more volatile. This was seen most
dramatically in the 1968 Democratic Convention in Chicago. In the wake of the Tet
offensive of the Vietnam War, President Johnson announced he would not seek re-
election, which opened the door for Robert Kennedy to enter the race. Shortly after
Kennedy won the California primary he was assassinated, which then left Vice President
Hubert Humphrey to take the Democratic nomination over Eugene McCarthy, who was
outspoken in his opposition to the war. What emerged from this political battle was a
Democratic party divided by its opposition to the war, and the battleground for protestors
who showed up at the convention in Chicago and battled against police in a bloody
match, which scared the protestors, the public, and the party.
All of this combined to create a national movement toward conservatism, and the
election of a Republican to the White House. During the 1968 presidential campaign,
Richard Nixon referred to the “forgotten Americans,” who were not beneficiaries of the
Great Society, not protesting Civil Rights or the war in Vietnam, and not part of the
counterculture, but who were middle class Americans, searching for law and order in a
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seemingly lawless environment. It was at this time that conservatives began to transform
the term liberal into a political epithet. Liberals became associated with the protest
movement of the 1960s since, according to commentator Norman Podhoretz: “Not only
did radicals get ‘clean for Gene’ (i.e., shave their beards and dress in more conventional
clothes), but, realizing that radicalism had limited appeal among voters, they also started
calling themselves liberals. (Podhoretz 9) This national transformation toward law and
order clearly took issue with the liberalism that emerged from the 1960s. As a result, the
conservative Right, split between the Old Guard, Neoconservatives, the so-called New
Right, and the religious Right, that was emerging during the Nixon era had found a
common enemy against which to rally: Liberals.
The New Conservatism
Neo-conservatism is grounded in the belief that America was founded on the idea
of man’s natural rights as embodied in the Declaration of Independence. More elitist than
not, neocons: “long harbored doubts about majoritarianism, especially in its participatory
forms. . . .” (Piper 209) Begun in the mid- 1940s by a group of politically disaffected
Jewish Leftist intellectuals from New York, neo-conservatism was a movement that
reached into the worlds of political, social and literary criticism. While it was the
anticommunist movement that initially shifted these former Leftist intellectuals to the
Right, much of the neocon’s attention during the Nixon Era was focused on domestic
policy. According to author Richard Piper: “The neo-conservatives’ perception that
liberalism was now extending positive freedom too far in seeking to guarantee new rights
to additional groups and was shifting to equality of outcomes or equality of group results
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instead of equal opportunity also impelled them toward alliance with the conservative
movement...” (Piper 209) Implicit in this broad rejection of both the New Deal and the
Great Society social equality programs was a broader argument concerning the scope of
the federal government.
The New Right, meanwhile, was more populistic than elitist in its center, though
it did oppose judicial activism and what it deemed the excesses of the social tolerances of
the 1960s. As defined by E.J. Dionne: “The New Right was less solicitous of intellectuals
than the National Review conservatives and much more taken with George Wallace-style
populism (Dionne, 1991 : 228) The difference then between the Neo-Conservatives
and the New Right was that Neo-Cons continued to trust in the institutions of a
representative democracy, while the New Right prefered a plebiscitarian democracy. The
New Right, under the guidance of fundraiser Richard Viguerie and former congressional
staffer Paul Weyrich, established both the Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress
and the more durable Heritage Foundation think tanks in Washington. These think tanks
and the publications that emerged there from led the ideological battle that the New Right
was waging. Said Weyrich: “It’s a war of ideology, it’s a war of ideas, and it’s a war
about our way of life. And it has to be fought with the same intensity, I think, and
dedication as you would fighting a shooting war.” (Dionne, 1991 : 229) The wrath of the
New Right was focused on domestic social policies, which Kevin Phillips described as
“public anger over busing, welfare spending, environmental extremism, soft criminology,
media bias and power, warped education, twisted textbooks, racial quotas, various
guidelines and an ever-expanding bureaucracy.” (Dionne, 1991 : 230) The New Right
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shared an antipathy toward the New Deal and Great Society, although it expanded itself
to share more with the Religious Right.
The New Right declared, “Moral decay thrives in America,” (Melich 103) and
pointed to the sexual revolutions, the women’s liberation movement, and (perhaps most
importantly) the Roe v. Wade Supreme Court decision legalizing abortion as collective
evidence of this claim. Concomitantly, many conservative religious figures in America
were also finding fault with modem America, “railing against the Supreme Court’s
decisions on abortion, pornography, school prayer, busing, and aid to parochial schools.”
(Melich 104) The two found that they could help each other in their efforts and thus the
Religious Right was bom in groups such as the Moral Majority. As opposed to the Neo-
conservative idea that America was founded on the idea of man’s natural rights, the
Religious Right, which has also been termed the “Theo-Conservatives” believe that the
ideas upon which America was founded was Christianity. According to The New
Republic ’s Jacob Heilbrunn, the Theocons believe that when moral law, as defined by
Thomas Aquinas, conflicts with the law of man, the choice is clear, and God’s law wins.
(Heilbrunn 12) One example of this was seen in 1996 in a symposium called “The End of
Democracy” published by the journal First Things where editor Richard John Neuhaus
stated that the United States had become so sullied and un-Christian as to have become
illegitimate. Neuhaus posits: "Law, as it is presently made by the judiciary, has declared
its independence from morality." (Neuhaus 1) He goes on to suggest that, perhaps, a
conservative revolution is necessary. This call to action further exacerbated the chasm
between the Neo-cons and the Religious Right, which began in the 1970s when leaders of
the conservative movement chose William F. Buckley over Brett Bozell to be their
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figurehead. (Heilbrunn 2) In addition, the abortion fight brought different religious
groups together in a united front against pro-choice activists, which was an argument in
which neo-cons seemingly did not engage. One final difference between the two factions
is that members of the Religious Right are more than happy to be militant and view the
neo-cons as irresolute.
This division did not split the Republican Party in the 1970s, but in fact served to
ennch the debate and put conservatism back on the American political map. Not only was
the GOP Old Guard tentatively in place, with Nelson Rockefeller as Vice President, but
an emerging New Right was angling itself into a position of power. As the debates
concerning the future of the Republican Party waged on, those in positions of power saw
the future of the GOP as a more conservative body. The lasting result of this debate was
the move the GOP further to the Right. This was evident in the reaction to the post-
Watergate Republican Party, as led by Gerald Ford.
After Nixon’s departure from the White House, conservatives
were infuriated when President Gerald Ford picked former New York
Governor Nelson Rockefeller to be his Vice President. “Rocky,”
as the Right dubbed him, represented exactly the kind of ‘liberal’
policies and GOP constituencies the conservative movement had
been battling since the 1964 Goldwater campaign. His rise to the vice-
presidency symbolized the seriousness of the Watergate setback and
underscored the need of conservatives to build a movement both
inside and outside the Republican Party. (Diamond, 1995: 117)
By the end of the 1970s, the expanding conservative movement had come to
encompass the New Right, neo-conservatives, the Old Guard Republicans, and the
Religious Right, and had become a force to be reckoned with. It was clear from the
proliferation of think tanks and publications that emerged during this time that there was
a growing conservative force and influence in Washington. Groups like the Heritage
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Foundation, the Cato Institution, the American Enterprise Institute, and the Free Congress
Foundation all began to make their marks in the Washington power structure, as did
publications and journals both independent from and tied to them, including the
Conservative Digest
,
Policy Review
,
The Public Interest, and The American Spectator.
Conservative scholars looked to allies in the business community for an infusion of
money to finance this effort. Wrote Irving Kristol: “You can only beat an idea with
another idea, and the war of ideas and ideologies will be won or lost within the ‘new
class,’ not against it.” (Dionne, 1991: 73)
Despite this boom in political conservatism this was a particularly weak time for
extremist right-wing groups in America. The late 1970s was before the militia movement
expanded to the size and reach of the next two decades; the Klan was a weaker
institution; and members of the Christian Identity movement had not yet found their legs,
working instead with the more moderate groups like the Moral Majority. Yet the nation
was undoubtedly moving to the right ideologically.
Looking to the Presidential election of 1980, it was clear that the highly
influential conservative wing of the Republican Party sought a candidate who would
represent the Right in a new manner, and change Washington’s domestic policy paradigm
forever. Ronald Reagan came to Washington after a 90.9% electoral vote win, in an
election that also ushered in a Republican majority in the United States Senate. In his
inaugural address, Reagan stated: “Government is not the solution to our problem,
government is the problem.” To this end, according to David Walker, Reagan “urged a
surgical reduction in the federal government’s intergovernmental role, a devolution of
various program responsibilities on the states, a strong effort to deregulate, a return to the
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traditional federal-state partnership principle, and a reduction in activism at the state and
local levels as well as the national.” (Walker 60) This attitude suited the emerging
conservative Right nicely, for not only was Reagan on message with his ideas of smaller
government, but he also appealed to conservatives with his stands on morality and
societal permissiveness, economic self interest in lieu of government assistance, and his
stand on foreign policy, especially in regard to communism. (Dionne, 1991: 70) Viewing
Nixon s, Ford s and Carter’s policies of detente, many conservatives longed for a strong
stance on communism and found this in the Reagan doctrine.
Daniel Patrick Moynihan wrote that “Somehow liberals have been unable to
acquire from life what conservatives seem to be endowed with at birth, namely, a healthy
skepticism of the powers of government agencies to do good.” (Dionne, 1991 : 69) During
his time in office, Reagan aimed his attacks at the “bloated bureaucracy” of the national
government, and used a four-pronged approach to reduce the size and influence of the
federal government. (Wright 67) First, Reagan cut the amount and number of federal
grants given for different programs. Along side of this was a reduction of federal
regulations mandated, since the shift from categorical to block grants meant that funds
were being given to states without the detailed regulations that accompanied categorical
grants. Third, this reduction in individual federal grants in favor of block grants meant
that not only were there fewer regulations required, but in addition the size of the
administration shrank as the necessity of agencies administering the grants was
eliminated. Fourth, the policy of Federalism - the devolvement ofgovernment power
from the federal level to the state level, was formally and officially implemented:
Late in 1987, Executive Order 12612, titled simply “Federalism”
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was issued. It required the creation of a ‘federal assessment’ process
within each national executive-branch department and agency.
This review process mandated that agency administrators and
program managers take into account ‘fundamental federalism
principals’ and ‘federalism policy making criteria’ as they formulate
and implement agency policies. (Wright 71)
This should not have come as a surprise to anyone in Washington, for Reagan
himself outlined his goals on the very first day he took office. In his inaugural address,
Reagan stated.
It is my intention to curb the size and influence of the Federal
establishment and to demand recognition of the distinction
between the powers granted to the Federal Government and
those reserved to the States or to the people. All of us need to
be reminded that the Federal Government did not create the States;
the States created the Federal Government.
.. It is no coincidence
that our present troubles parallel and are proportionate to the
intervention and intrusion in our lives that result from unnecessary
and excessive growth of government.
.
.
In this concerted effort to shrink the size and scope of the federal bureaucracy,
rooted in theories that were precisely the opposite of Lincoln’s arguments during the
Civil War, the Reagan administration put into place the mechanisms and ideologies
needed to legitimize the war on the state. Hence, as the demonization of the ideals of big
government took root, so did the demonization of the term “liberal.” Political Scientist
John Schwartz wrote: “Dazed and dispirited, Americans entered the 1980s disturbed by
the sensation that the nation’s last twenty years had been largely misspent, that during all
those years, bit by bit, we had traveled down the wrong road.” (qtd. in Dionne, 1991 : 73)
The problem for the extremist Right was that, while many probably agreed with
the Reagan sentiment, the efforts to minimize the size and role of the federal government
affected them profoundly, particularly in regard to the farm crises that reached its
pinnacle during the Reagan years. Groups like the Posse Comitatus, who believed that
63
“no authority higher than the county sheriff and no constitutional amendment higher than
the first twelve [sic] were legally binding on any American,” found a receptive audience
among farmers and industrial laborers who were out of work due to the de-regulation of
those trades. (McNicol Stock 171) The economic hardships of rural America gave fertile
ground for the growth of greater extremism, but it was a more potent combination of
mainstream anti-government and moral sentiment of the New Right at that time.
Historian Catherine McNicol Stock noted that: “The most powerful and violent rural
groups in recent years have combined anticommunism, paramilitarism, racism, and anti-
Semitism and have taken to extremes the intolerances of the mainstream culture of the
New Right ” (McNicol Stock 173) This took the form of conspiracy theories about the
government that ran deep among the radicals, reinforced by literature distributed by these
groups which stated things like the following: “I don’t think the CIA or the FBI is part of
the U S. government. I think it is part of the Mossad, the Jewish police. In fact, I think the
Mossad is world wide and that all police organizations like the CIA and FBI in all
countries are under the Mossad.” (McNicol Stock 172) Hence, while the radical discourse
was rooted in the mainstream New Right expression, it did extend far away from the
conventional. For the next decade, this gulf grew deeper as moderate conservatives
continued to maintain that a smaller federal government was one main solution to the
problems facing society, and extremists continued to believe that the government was
trying to eliminate them.
Tying big bureaucracy to the cultural and social problems facing the nation, to
include poverty, permissiveness and moral secularism, moderate conservatives cast
aspersions on the liberal programs that had made the twentieth century one of immense
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growth of government. On Capitol Hill, several conservative members of the House made
a name for themselves by opposing the Democratic House leadership while supporting
President Reagan’s strategy. Newt Gingrich (R-GA), Vin Weber (R-MN), Jack Kemp (R-
NY) and Connie Mack (R-FL) founded the Conservative Opportunity Society in 1982 in
an effort to “exact a price from Democrats for placing obstacles in their path.” (Smith 65)
Members of the group were seen as “Young Turks” in the House, described as
unshakably conservative, with a flair for publicity and a profound faith in their own
vision for the future of both the nation and the Republican Party.’’(Grover 172) Worried
that their party was too weak despite the Reagan White House, COS members tried to
form a coalition of conservatives who could move their party into greater positions of
power. According to Vin Weber:
For 50 years, Republicans have been locked into the role of opposing
the creation of the welfare state by the Democrats. We intend to challenge
our party to go beyond that, to promote its own ideas, and to think and
act like the majority party we are becoming in this country. (Grover 173)
The COS was a highly partisan group that proved to be a thorn in the side of the
Democratic House leadership, a quality that other conservatives found to be attractive.
Gingrich crowed that he was part of “the most explicitly ideologically committed House
Republican Party in modem history,” which other conservatives, including Irving Kristol,
also saw as necessary. (Drury 1 60) The coalition of supporters that Gingrich created
included, according to E.J. Dionne, were “well off economic libertarians, middle class
conservatives, and a growing far right that has come to identify ‘power in Washington’
with the threat of ‘one world government’ and the global market.” (Dionne 272) In other
words, conservatives in Washington were able to gather many from the wide spectrum of
the Right under the flaps of their big tent, all while moving away from the center to a
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more conservative place on the continuum. This movement reached its pinnacle in 1994
when, under the guidance of Gingrich, Republicans gained control of the House for the
first time in forty years. Dubbing it the “Republican Revolution,” the GOP under
Gingrich unabashedly revolted against the tenets of the New Deal and strove to dismantle
the government programs of both the New Deal and the Great Society. They were so
effective that even Democrats during the Clinton years also spoke out against big
government, to the degree that President Clinton appointed Vice President A1 Gore to
oversee the “Re-Inventing Government” program which aimed to shrink the size of the
federal bureaucracy. Running as an out-side Washington candidate became the norm as
political actors shunned the potential label of Big Government Liberal.
The decade following the Reagan years marked one of violence for the extremist
Right, marked by the murder of radio talk-show host Alan Berg, the Weaver standoff in
Ruby Ridge, Idaho, the Branch Davidian compound conflagration in Waco, Texas, and
finally in the Murrah Federal Building retaliatory bombing in Oklahoma City. All of
these incidents tie together the themes of governmental distrust and conspiracy, anti-
Semitism and violent revolution. What began as simple rhetoric escalated into aggressive
action. Estrangement from the status quo is permissible and may even be considered
desirable, since in this estrangement from open discourse and debate can grow and foster.
However, when estrangement leads to alienation problems arise. As E.J Dionne notes,
the rhetorical war against government makes citizens question the validity of the entire
political process. (Dionne, 1997: 25) This has taken root within the mainstream
conservative movement, and has also found a home within the more extreme of the right
wing. However, while mainstream conservatives take their sentiments to public forums
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for debate, extremists find more dangerous ways to be heard. It is this loathing of a large
federal government that continues to feed the fire of mistrust and disconnect of the
extreme right wing, which then leads to the dangers of a politically alienated group
Differences Along the Conservative Spectrum
While the moderate conservatives and right wing extremists share an aversion to
big government, it is clear that they diverge from one another in their consistency,
rhetoric, and methods of opposition. Simply put, as close as the anti-government
sentiment might be between these two elements of the right wing, comparing the two is a
case of apples and oranges. It is for this reason that the extreme right does not find
comfort, solidarity, or representation in the moderate Right.
The collection of groups and subgroups that form the extreme right have emerged
from a lengthy and consistent history of systemic mistrust. While the membership and
popularity of these groups has been affected by the fluctuations of a changing political
and social nation, as stated in Chapter Two, the foci of these organizations had remained
steady throughout the years. The adherence to political conspiracy theories is one such
consistency, as members of the extreme right have always found nefarious schemes
present in the mainstream political system. During the Roosevelt years, Klan members
viewed the New Deal as the “Jew Deal,” where it was hypothesized that Jewish leaders
were taking over control of the country. (Katz 113) More recently, Tom Metzger, founder
of the White American Resistance (WAR), wrote that he was moving his beliefs in a
political direction, albeit outside the mainstream political structures: “With WAR I
became even more serious in my political endeavors. Rather than trying to work within
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the system, I shifted my stance and became more anti-system than ever. I condemn the
federal government ...” (Dobratz et al. 48) An article titled “The Conspiracy to Erect an
Electronic Iron Curtain” by white separatist Louis Beam was quoted in the Stormfront
web page. Here Beam wrote:
Writing about Jewish religious leaders and government spymasters
operating in a collusive effort to erect an electronic iron curtain
to restrict freedom of speech and information does not make one anti-
Semitic or anti-government. The truth is anti-Semitic. The government
is erecting a police state. The author opposes both oppressive religious
groups and repressive government. If speaking the truth and opposing
tyranny makes one anti-Semitic and anti-government, then I am both...
(http ://www. stormfront
.
org)
Clearly many of these conspiracy theories are rooted in anti-Semitism, which
appears to run rampant throughout the extreme right wing. While sociologist Stephen
Steinberg refutes such theories in his work. The Ethnic Myth , there is the commonly held
belief that Jews are more successful than their non-Jewish counterparts, especially in
America. Compounding this sense is the impression that the United States government
holds an unbalanced, and thus unfair, foreign policy stand toward Israel, which further
fuels the anti-Semitic fire. Again, this is a consistency that has not fluctuated with
changing cycles of politics.
Another unchanging reason for the extreme right’s distrust is the public rejection
of their behavior by conventional political leaders - even those who may feel sympathetic
toward the goals and positions of the groups. From the birth of the Ku Klux Klan during
Reconstruction, political leaders have worked to distance themselves from the groups that
espouse such radical sentiment. This has, evidently, been done for political reasons, since
moderation is a more palatable outlook for voters during an election season But those
2
Steinberg’s Ethnic Myth posits the theory that historical and economic factors have combined to create an
environment where Jews in America have succeeded in spite of their ethnicity rather than because of it.
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who advocate more revolutionary tactics see temperance as a weakness, and thus
mainstream politicians are viewed as opportunistic or untrustworthy.
In an attempt to reach the middle, politicians use different rhetoric when speaking
of their opinions on the size and scope of the government, and in this way the extreme
right eschews the language of a sentiment it shares with the mainstream. The Devolution
Revolution of the 1990s, for example, called for smaller government - not the eradication
of the federal bureaucracy in total. In a piece titled “The Liberal Rout” from Policy
Review
,
Michigan Governor John Engler wrote: “Our message is: Free the states!
Unshackle us from overweening federal control. Let us in the states govern as the U S.
Constitution meant for us to govern.” (Engler 48) This can be contrasted to a statement
from the Ku Klux Klan web site that says:
[I]f you look at a picture of the House or Senate either nationally or in a
particular state, usually the majority of members are white. They are the
people who have betrayed us. They are pawns of the special interest
groups. They care more about pleasing the giant corporations of the
world than middle class American's and their businesses. They care more
about not offending homosexuals and integrationists than they do our
elderly people.
. . Some may claim the Republican's (sic) aren't that bad,
but not one single Republican leader would proclaim their opposition to
race mixing. Some might even seem like good church going people, but
they would still refuse to make a stand against the horrible plague of race
mixing. There just aren't any Republicans or Democrats who have their act
together. They might be white, but they have betrayed their own people
and are traitors. They can't support the anti-white and anti-Christian
special interest groups and be a patriot, too. (http://www.kkk.com)
Clearly, the extremist Right has little use for mainstream political actors, but it goes
further than this. By rejecting the rhetoric of the mainstream Right, extremists reify their
intent to use methods outside the mainstream in order to get their messages across. This
may come in the form of alternative communication techniques, or in more dangerous
ways, such as violence.
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Oppositional means are the final and most significant way that the radical Right
distances itself from the conventional. Viewing the American government as corrupted
by forces who aim to distort the Founder’s original Constitutional intent, militia groups,
neo-Nazi groups, and organizations like the KKK have taken dramatic steps to dissociate
themselves from the political system. Most dramatically is through the advocacy of
violence. The Oklahoma City bombing case was the most violent protest to date against
the federal government, at least by domestic groups. Timothy McVeigh and Terry
Nichols harbored great suspicion of the American political system. Other cases of
violence have been documented in previous chapters, and include a number of hate
crimes against minorities. Yet this violence, while most dangerous, is not the most
prominent method by which the extremist right-wing groups seeks to achieve their goal.
Violence on the part of these groups has proven to be costly, both organizationally and
financially, as evidenced by the massive lawsuits instigated and won by the Southern
Poverty Law Center. The alternative is a more general strategy of operating outside the
boundaries of the established mainstream. For this, groups have a two-pronged approach.
First, there is a movement toward physical separation, as seen in the militia and
the white separatist movements. The Ku Klux Klan of the Northwest Territories has
instigated a relocation effort to try to move large numbers of supporters to states in the
Northwest in an effort to establish a separate (and thus more legitimate) political system.
More individually, a growing number of families are opting to move to remote parts of
the country in an effort to remove themselves from the conventional. This may be
regional in nature, as many of these families live in the Western part of the United States.
According to historian Richard White, this is a function of the ethos of the area as well:
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“This conservative West, now clearly dominant, sees its genealogy not in the history of
the federal development in the region but instead in terms of a set of archetypes: the
isolated, armed male, the courageous homesteading family.
.
.
(White 9)
When extremists discuss their migration to remote parts of the country, two
themes are repeatedly heard: the acquisition and use of firearms as a constitutionally
guaranteed right that is acknowledged more readily in distant and far-flung areas; and the
ideal of a home life uncompromised by the disturbances of mainstream America.
Members of the extreme Right argue that their interpretations of constitutional law are
more legitimate than the mainstream and, in their zeal, argue that their ends justify their
means. Simply put, many radicals argue that revolutionary acts such as the Oklahoma
City bombing are inevitable in a system where the government is repressive and corrupt.
Following the September 1
1
th
bombings, several extremist web sites listed postings that
blamed the attacks on America’s foreign policy towards Israel.
The second way that extreme Right groups distance themselves from the general
public is through the use of alternative media sources, as will be discussed extensively in
Chapter Six. Suffice it to say here, establishing an underground form of communication
is essential to a movement that aims to operate under the government’s radar.
Conclusions
Examining the place of the extreme Right along the larger conservative spectrum
has several important implications for our understanding ofwho right wing radicals are
and why they cannot operate within a political system that shares some of its ideological
sentiments.
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First, it is evident that while the Right cannot be treated as a singular entity
embodying uniform values, norms, and opinions, there are commonalities that unite the
right wing in their opposition towards big government. This is evidenced cyclically in the
mainstream political system and more consistently on the radical right, but both ends of
the right wing spectrum feel that the federal government plays far too great a role in the
lives of average Americans. Historically, the growth of the federal bureaucracy has
changed the nature of the American political culture to a point, radicals argue, that
demands revolutionary tactics to disband.
It is equally evident that extremists do not see operating within the established
political system as an option and forgo such politicization in lieu of violence and
separation. In their calls for revolutionary action, those on the extremist right make sure
that political actors cannot support them, and in doing so reify their political expatriation.
Ultimately, the extremist Right acts in accord with its belief that its values, norms, and
actions are under attack from the larger American political system and perhaps in this
belief they are correct. However, the greater distance placed between those on the far end
of the right wing ideological spectrum and those at the opposing end will only continue
the violent battle between the two.
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Table 1 Total Executive Branch Civilian Employees. 1940-1999
Year Total Executive
Branch
Department of
Defense
Total Civilian
Agencies
1940 699 256 443
1950 1439 753 686
1960 1808 1047 761
1970 2203 1219 983
1980 2161 960 1201
1990 2250 1034 1216
1999 1820 666 1154
Source: The Budget For Fiscal Year 2001, Historical Tables
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CHAPTER 4
MEDIA FRAMING
There are two important reasons that members of white separatist groups do not
trust the mainstream media: First, they believe that the press frames stories about the
Extreme Right in liberal terms; and second, they see the media as a branch of the
government, run by corrupt Jews who are antipathetic to their cause. Because they
perceive the press to be entrenched members of a political establishment that finds them
objectionable, the extreme Right feels a recurring sense of betrayal - and the ultimate
justification for their distrust of the political system. Compounding the problem, the
mainstream press, with severe time constraints and a need for viewers, examines the
extreme right wing within a limited number of issue frames. This narrow scope of inquiry
angers those on the right and constricts any dialogue between the right wing and the
mainstream political system.
This chapter examines how the mainstream press frames its stories on white
separatist groups, expanding on framing research from the field of political
communication. First, the concepts of framing are examined and defined within a larger
context of the American mass media. The framing techniques used to depict specific
white separatist groups are then examined, including Stormfront, Aryan Nations, and the
World Church of the Creator. Finally, it explores how these extremist groups frame
themselves, and the ways in which their view contradicts the mainstream media view,
thus serving to separate the groups further from the mainstream.
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Framing
Framing is a process by which a news media organization constructs and defines a
story. According to Nelson, et. al. (1997):
By framing social and political issues in specific ways,
news organizations declare the underlying causes and likely
consequences of a problem and establish criteria for evaluating
potential remedies for the problem. (Nelson et al. 567)
Framing stresses specific elements of a topic, boiling down a multi-faceted issue and
placing it within a central context. The result is that a news organization is able to set an
agenda or create a story for the body politic.
In an article on media framing and social movement tolerance. Nelson, et. al.
defined three framing models to explain how information potentially affects the viewing
public, (p. 568) The first is the Learning Model, where the mass media provides new
information to viewers and holds influence through this education. The Learning Model
is especially important in breaking news - framing a story in such a way that a viewer or
reader is shocked, upset, or soothed by the information. The second is the Priming or
Cognitive Accessibility Model. Here, simple thoughts are repeated often so that they are
easily recalled and will resonate even though other is received that may not fit easily
within the frame. This model is seen more often in longer news pieces, where the
repetition of information has the ability to permeate through the conscious of the viewer.
Finally the Value Influence Model suggests that media framing is most effective in
influencing opinions by stressing specific values and “endowing them with greater
apparent relevance to the issue than they might appear to have in an alternative frame.”
(Nelson, et al. 569) Of these models. Value Influence is particularly important because it
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interprets framing as more than mere agenda setting, extending to the definition of
problems and solutions.
In addition to emphasizing certain themes and placing the story in a particular
context, framing also selectively leaves ideas or explanations out of a story. It is the
method by which a viewer or reader is led toward certain attributes of a story, while at the
same time led away from others. To quote Cappella and Jamieson (1997), “a frame
provides a way to understand a set of events,” which affords an enormous amount of
power to the person or persons who defme(s) the frame. This is seen in the way stories
are framed to emphasize the tension between parties or to convey character judgment.
Both of these enable the framer to manipulate the effect of the story on the viewing and
reading public. As a result, those responsible for framing a story (reporters and
producers) have a responsibility to be objective in order to maintain credibility. This is
particularly important since, in the words of Nelson, “mere media attention to an issue or
problem can affect public opinion.” (Nelson 567)
The effects of framing are widely discussed among political communication
scholars. There are some who argue that, because of the media’s importance in American
society, framing effects are hazardous to the viewing public. As early as 1966, Lang and
Lang asserted that the mass media forces the attention of the American public to certain
issues by virtue of their presentation. (Lang & Lang 1) This is evident today in the
increasing amount of television Americans watch. Since statistics show that most
Americans get their news from television and trust broadcast news more than the print
media, (Comstock and Scharrer) the importance of electronic newsgathering and
dissemination cannot be underestimated.
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More recently, Entman (1993) has argued that the effect of framing is to exclude
other opinions and views to the detriment of the viewer. Similarly, Zaller (1992) has
maintained that public opinions are formed from whatever information is remembered
easily. This makes framing an even more important concern for a mass media that
continues to shorten and encapsulate the news as it blurs the line between information
and entertainment. Scholars who argue that the effects of framing are dangerous often
cite the ignorance of the American viewing public as their main concern, claiming that
unsophisticated viewers will fall victim to the reductionist quality of the news industry
Yet the modem media has worked its way into a comer due to the financial
imperatives of the modern news business. The broadcast news media today is comprised
of radio networks, network television, as well as cable television channels, most owned
by larger corporate entities. Similarly, print newspapers are, in the main, also corporately
controlled. In his significant work on this subject, Ben Bagdikian noted that although
there are more than 25,000 media outlets, twenty-three corporations control most of the
business in daily newspapers, magazines, television, books and film. (Bagdikian 2000)
And this was published prior to the Viacom acquisition ofCBS in 2000, and the merger
of Time-Warner with AOL. The media has historically been under the control of greater
financial interests, but today as the media industry moves closer and closer from an
oligopoly to a possible monopoly there are fewer interests in charge of the message that
is being disseminated. The question lies in how much control the corporate
conglomerates have over the news bureaus they control. There is evidence that the
decision makers “upstairs” in corporate offices aim to control the content of the news
their subsidiaries produce. However, a more pressing restraint is the simple news format
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designed to attract as many viewers and readers as possible. Ratings matter very much as
they determine the advertising rates that a news organization can charge. The effect of
this bottom line is news formulated to grab the attention of viewers and readers, which
means quick, simple, and exciting stories that often lack background or contextual
details.
There are several characteristics of a news story that cross, or at least blur, the line
between information and entertainment. First, most news stories are told in story format,
where there must be a beginning, a middle, and an end, complete with heroes and
villains, good pictures, and a prominent narrator. The second element of a news story is a
“moment” where emotion overcomes fact, or action takes precedence over ideas. The
result is a news segment that is viewer friendly. These mini-dramas make reporting the
facts more entertaining and gripping for the viewer, and producers and news directors
search for such enthralling stories.
News directors are also concerned with time constraints. The average half-hour of
local news only consists of about eleven minutes of news and nineteen minutes of sports,
weather, traffic, and commercials. Similarly, the half-hour national news is only 26
minutes after commercials. Within these time constraints, news producers edit stories to
their shortest possible length in an effort to fit better within the half-hour program.
Because of these time restrictions and the desire to have an entertaining story, much is
often eliminated from a news story that would encourage balance, depth, or education
from multiple points of view. This is a problem when portraying the extremist right, since
matters of ideology and political disenfranchisement are not easily or neatly
encapsulated. Nor are activities outside the mainstream easily depicted either fully or
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even fairly. They are filtered into the most conventional frames. The result is that the
mass media fits white separatist groups into one of three primary framing models, all of
which are offensive to these groups.
Extremist Group Characterizations
Members of white separatist organizations are at once dismissive of the popular
news media while also embracing it. It is not unusual for leaders of the white separatist
movement to appear on broadcast news programs such as “20/20,” “Dateline,”
“Primetime Live,” and “Geraldo Live,” not to mention talk shows such as “Sally Jesse
Raphael,” and “Jerry Springer.” As will be addressed in greater detail in Chapter 6, white
separatist group web sites often include references, citations, and critiques of the media
coverage they receive. They find the mainstream depictions of their endeavors flawed,
which is not surprising, because the extremist right wing is framed in only a few distinct
ways.
As Cappella and Jamieson (1997) note, the effects of news framing cannot be
predicted until “the nature and structure of a particular message frame has been
uncovered.” (Cappella and Jamieson 56) I argue that there are three primary message
frames that have been used in recent years to portray the extremist Right. The first frame
studies these groups in terms of Internet use and hate on the Web, mostly concerning
First Amendment, freedom of speech issues. An example of this is journalistic coverage
of hate speech on the Web including the public and private reactions to it.
The second frame sets the parameters of the discussion in legal terms, noting
specific lawsuits that have affected different organizations financially, as in the recent
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case of the Aryan Nations group in Coeur D’Alene, Idaho. Here, members of the white
separatist group assaulted two people who were driving by the perimeter of the Aryan
Nations compound. The Southern Poverty Law Center, led by attorney Morris Dees, took
on the case and sued the extremist group for millions of dollars, arguing the group
violated the two victims’ civil rights. Dees and the Law Center won the case and Aryan
Nations leader Richard Butler lost a $6.3 million verdict against him, which resulted in
the bankruptcy of the Aryan Nations organization.
The third frame used to depict white separatist groups is the connection of
criminals and criminal behavior to these organizations. Examples of this frame include
the stories of Leo Felton and Erica Chase who recently plotted to blow up racially
sensitive landmarks in Boston.
First Amendment Frames
Framing the discussion of white separatism in First Amendment terms is useful
for both journalists and the groups that they cover. For journalists, this frame provides a
way to discuss separatist organizations in pejorative terms without directly criticizing the
group. For the groups themselves, it provides a defense for their actions that falls firmly
within the Constitutional structure of our political system.
White separatist organizations are finding the Web to be a good way to spread
their word directly and without being framed by the mainstream media. The White Aryan
Resistance, the Posse Comitatus, and, according to the Anti Defamation League, more
than 800 other organizations have posted messages on white separatist sites. (McLachlin
C-06) Stormfront.org was the first web site that was devoted to white nationalism. Don
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Black, founder ofstormfront.org, set up the web site in March of 1995 and today operates
it from his South Florida home. The extensive menu on the home page includes links to
the Stormfront store, a Women’s Page, a Kid’s Page, a chat room, links to other white
separatist organizations, and listings of the press coverage that Don Black and
stormfront.org receives. On the Press Coverage page of the web site. Black lists a
sampling of the newspaper articles and broadcast pieces about his group and includes
critiques of the media accounts.
Black finds fault with the mainstream press and takes issue with the “liberal”
media at the slightest provocation. Arguing that the “multi-culti” reporters and producers
are inherently biased against his organization, Black lists the articles in an effort to
“expose” the media. Yet in most of these articles. Black has made himself available to the
press for interviews and commentary, ostensibly with the goal of interview control.
Black discusses his communication objectives in terms of First Amendment
rights, noting: “The news and entertainment media no longer has a monopoly on content.
People can access our ideas without any filtering. Ten years ago our access to the public
was limited — handout leaflets, tabloid newspapers. The mainstream news media
frequently distorted our views, but now we have the opportunity to reach millions of
people.” (Etchingham Bl) While academics and scholars may find the content distasteful,
Black has found First Amendment allies, such as American Civil Liberties Union
President Nadine Strossen and Ken McVay from the Nizkor Project. Says McVay: “I’d
rather have them out in the open where we can see them and smell them and know their
ideology.”
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It is within this conversation concerning censorship and hate speech that the
media depiction of Stormffont exists. In articles and news pieces about his organization.
Black represents his stand on freedom of speech, and is opposed by someone who argues
for decency on the Net. Framing the story as such, there is inevitably a bad guy (Black)
and a good guy (his opponent) because the language that Black uses is so reactionary.
Even if a viewer is a First Amendment advocate, it is generally difficult to agree with
Black’s positions. Therefore, the frame satisfies the criteria for a “good” news story in
that there are villains, heroes, and a satisfying conclusion.
By framing the stories in First Amendment terms, journalists can, ostensibly,
maintain an unbiased stand, showing both sides of the conflict between censorship and
constitutional rights. Framing a discussion on hate speech in such a way suggests to the
viewer that free speech constitutionally supersedes offensive material on the web.
In framing theory, in addition to the definition of the problem there is also the
definition of the solution. This way, the result for most stories framed as such is that
those who oppose the extremist groups are given a platform to inform the viewers and
readers of ways to block these hate sites from their computers. This is what so offends the
white separatists, since the mainstream press only affords them a grudging victory that is
then stymied by efforts to block access to their work.
Legal Suits
In different areas of the country, civil rights organizations are aiming their legal
guns at white separatist organizations and are winning many of the battles. Newspaper
and broadcast reports of these lawsuits similarly frame the stories as a fight between good
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and evil. As mentioned, the neo-Nazi group Aryan Nations has been shut down in its
home state of Idaho after the Southern Poverty Law Center and attorney Morris Dees
were able to use the civil courts as an “economic weapon” in an effort to bankrupt
extremist groups. (Murphy Al) Dees’ Southern Poverty Law Center has a long history of
using the courts against hate groups. In the early 1990s, the group won a $12.5 million
suit in Oregon against the White Aryan Resistance in connection with the beating death
of a black man. Dees has stated: “We as lawyers cannot literally stop hate violence before
it occurs, but we can penalize both the leaders and the foot-soldiers who provoke racist
confrontations.” (Murphy Al) Similar cases are being tried in civil courts around the
country. The group called “Hammerskin Nation” is being sued in connection with the
1999 skinhead attack on a black man in Riverside, California. The World Church of the
Creator is also being sued as a legal accessory to Benjamin Smith, the man who went on
a shooting rampage in Illinois.
The stories here are framed lightly in legal terms, but really serve to emphasize
the battle between good (the civil rights organizations) and evil (the white separatist
groups). In addition, these stories define the extremist movement very narrowly, which in
turn limits the field for open debate. Stories that are framed in legal terms normally
include analysis from an outside member of the legal community who comments on the
merits of the case and the legal ramifications of the incident. Since the legal experts are
not supporters of the extremist group, their judgments usually fall to the side opposing
the group. This again sets up the good versus evil dichotomy that makes a story
interesting. Once again, the mainstream media’s time and entertainment restrictions
stymie a potentially significant discussion of hate crimes and societal remedies. By
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presenting stories within this legal frame, the news producers develop a scenario with
winners and losers that is easy to understand and accept. Furthermore, since the lawsuit
being reported invariably argues that the extremist group has violated someone’s civil
rights, the group in question is defined within these narrow terms, and the restricted
frame does not allow a broader discussion of the group or their message
Criminal Connections
The majority of newspaper articles about extremist right-wing groups concern a
connection between a specific criminal and an extremist organization. These articles
point to the crimes as an outgrowth of white separatist activity. One example is the case
of Benjamin Smith, a college junior who made national headlines by killing two and
wounding nine in a 1999 Midwest shooting spree. Smith was a member of the World
Church of the Creator, a white separatist organization based in East Peoria, Illinois.
(Kiefer 2) Another example is Burford O. Furrow, Jr., who embarked on a shooting spree
in a Los Angeles Jewish day care center, wounding four children and an elderly woman.
Furrow was a member of the Aryan Nations organization and claimed that his action
against the center was “wake up call” for Americans to kills Jews.
(Krasnowski A- 1
)
In the Furrow case, wire service reports on the shootings first laid out the details
of his racist connections: “The suspect in the Jewish Center attack was reported today to
have long-standing neo-Nazi ties... The Seattle Times reported today that Furrow is an
‘avowed racist’ with ties to the Idaho-based Aryan Nations group, for whom he worked
as a security guard in the mid-1990s.” The next posting by the City News Service then
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details Furrows court appearance, identifying him as such: “Buford Furrow, 37, arrived at
Los Angeles' Piper Technical building about 9:35 p.m., following about a 90-minute
flight from Las Vegas aboard a federal Blackhawk helicopter... Earlier, the neo-Nazi
waived extradition during a brief court hearing in Las Vegas.” The jump from “suspect”
to “Neo-Nazi” took only several hours.
Stories presented within the criminality frame start out with a defined villain - a
criminal - and expand on this theme by connecting the bad guy to a similarly nefarious
coterie. The addition of the extremist group membership seems to solidify the guilt and
malevolence of the transgressor. Implicit in this connection is the reification of the
organization s sinister characterization. Groups are aware of this, and several have used
their web sites to respond to the media s connection of criminals to their organizations.
The Aryan Nations, for example, used their web site to react to the 1998 arrest of Larry
Wayne Harris on charges of biological weapons possession, posting a statement that
criticized the media for connecting Harris to their group and then attacked the FBI for
wrongfully arresting him.
It is easy for news writers and producers to connect criminal activity to white
separatist organizations because some of these groups’ actions are outside the law.
Oklahoma City bomber Timothy McVeigh was reported to have a copy of the racist
manifesto, “The Turner Diaries,” in his possession at the time of his arrest. The Federal
Bureau of Investigation has found that, since the bombing of the Murrah Federal Building
in 1995, the number of hate crimes and anti-government actions by right-wing extremist
groups has risen. According to Bruce Hoffman, terrorism researcher at the RAND
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Corporation, this is the result of a wide-ranging effort on the part of many in the
extremist right wing to perpetrate crimes individually for a common goal.
Following the incidents at the Branch Davidian compound in Waco, Texas, and
the shootings at Ruby Ridge, Idaho, 160 right-wing extremist leaders gathered in
Colorado to “develop a way to elude law enforcement.” (Krasnowski A-l) At this
meeting, former Ku Klux Klan leader Louis Beam stated that, if “lone individuals
committed acts of violence against the government, then there would be a spontaneous
combustion of similar attacks that would lead to a white supremacist revolution.”
(Krasnowski A-l) This apparent coordinated effort has several effects. Most importantly,
it leaves the FBI in a difficult position, as anticipating these attacks is clearly more
difficult when they are instigated at random. In addition, it enables journalists to frame a
wider variety of stories about hate crimes within the capacious discussion on the
extremist right wing. Further, it ties isolated incidents to the broader category of groups,
which then serves to stereotype the movement within the definition of illegal activity.
White Separatist Framing Effects
The principal problem with these three message frames is that they are wholly
inconsistent with the purposes and foci of the groups themselves. This disconnect serves
as justification for the extremist Right in their belief that the mainstream media (seen as a
branch of the government) does not represent them and, as a result, forces the use of
alternative media. This turn to alternative media, however, further reinforces the
alienation of these groups from the larger community.
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Right wing extremist groups frame their own messages in profoundly different
ways from the mainstream media. Research on the contemporary white separatist
movement shows that these organizations are attempting to reach out to different
segments of the American public by packaging their message in new ways. Calling it
“new racist rhetoric,” Berbrier (1998) found that these groups “consciously package a
hate-free racism [by]... presenting whites as equivalent to ethnic and racial minorities,
and... deploying ideas about ‘love,’ ‘pride,’ and ‘heritage-preservation’...” (Berbrier
43
1 ). An example of this hate-free racism is the Stormfront web site homepage, which
operates under the banner “White Pride World Wide.” Similarly, a Ku Klux Klan web
site (one of many) features prominently the statement “Proclaiming a message of hope
and deliverance for white Christian America.”
Using the Internet as a communications vehicle has been fruitful for those who
wish to frame their messages in a more accessible way, as David Duke, the former
Klansman and current Louisiana politician, acknowledges:
Up until now, unless someone met me personally,
or read my material, the only way they could judge
me is by what the liberal-biased media says. Now that
situation has changed [due to the Internet],
Duke describes himself on his web site as a “democratically elected Republican” in an
effort to make himself appear more mainstream. Yet, he is vocal about Internet use as a
subversive tool for white separatists. On his web site, Duke has written: "I truly believe
that the future of this country, civilization, and planet is inseparably bound up with the
destiny of our White race. I think, as the history of Christianity has shown, that our
people have been the driving force in its triumph."
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Other organizations that have followed Duke’s model include the Ku Klux Klan,
which uses its web site to bash the mainstream press while at the same time appeal to a
larger audience:
Look at the national media and you will see
that they promote the very things you are against.
Study the issue yourself. Are the owners of media outlets
FOR Christianity or Against Christianity? They label
those of us who oppose their treason as supporters of a
hate” group, when the truth is they are the ones who hate you,
your culture, and the values of Western Christian civilization.
Extremist groups frame themselves as moderate for two reasons: First, they want
to appeal to a wider cross-section of the population. By framing their messages in terms
of hate-free racism, these groups hope to appeal not only to the extreme in society, but
also to those who harbor such feelings to a lesser extent. The second reason involves First
Amendment rights and their limitations. As long as a group does not promote violence, it
is constitutionally protected free speech, as determined by the Supreme Court. But, if the
language becomes inflammatory to the point of inciting violence, the Federal
Government has the right — and the duty - to intervene. Extremist groups are cognizant of
this line and, for the most part, stay on the protected side of it. This is a frustration for
federal agencies and private groups that monitor the web sites.
Conclusions
The mainstream news media frames the extremist right in three primary issue
frames: a free speech frame, a legal frame, and a criminal frame. This is unacceptable to
those in the movement. According to Nathan Pett of the Battle Axe Skinheads:
There’s a lot of paranoia because there are people
who get persecuted by the government... We are persecuted
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because of our beliefs, but you can only take
- you know -
you can take precaution to an extreme where it’s like you’re
paranoid and you start to sound like a nut.
(Dobratz & Shanks-Meile, p. 31 )
Part of this “government persecution” is viewed as media bias that discriminates against
their movement. This said, it is difficult to configure issue frames that treat the extremist
right, consisting of mainly white separatist groups, with respect and dignity. The trouble
here lies in the separation between the extremist right organizations and the government
they so vehemently loath. As the mainstream media’s issue frames are symptomatic of a
larger problem, perhaps the solution may be found in a broader discussion of the
ideological issues involved.
One reality of the modem American news media, however, is that news is event
driven, and this explains why lawsuits and crimes gamer more attention than ideological
debates. Furthermore, since the criteria for newsworthiness include deviance, scandal and
inspiration, stories that fall under these guidelines are more likely to gain attention than
stories with concepts that are difficult to grasp, or ideas that take time to flesh out.
Because of these realistic constraints on the news media, it is unlikely that white
separatist groups will ever gain the mainstream media exposure they seek. For this
reason, among others, these groups manufacture their own news.
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CHAPTER 5
LEGAL AND LEGISLATIVE ISSUES
The Internet is a young technology, which means that there are no systems firmly
in place to regulate or oversee the World Wide Web. There is much ground yet to cover
concerning service provisions, speech content, and financial controls over those who use
the Internet as a communications tool. The waters are particularly murky when it comes
to so-called “Internet Hate,” since the First Amendment protects so much of the speech
that is on the web. There are three regulatory potentials for the Internet: (1) self
regulation where the users of the web regulate themselves^ (2) government regulation
where the federal government regulates American Internet content, and (3) international
regulation where a multi-national board standardizes and polices the World Wide Web.
Because the Internet is still an emerging technology, there has not been a formal
declaration of adherence to any one of these regulatory models. Instead, it seems that
political actors, law enforcement agencies at all levels, individual citizens, and interest
groups are figuring it out as they go along. Moderating the debate are the courts. This
chapter examines the court cases and legislation already enacted and pending concerning
Internet use.
First Amendment Protections
Most important to any debate about hate speech is the First Amendment of the
U S. Constitution, which guarantees citizens freedom of speech. The Courts, however,
have long agreed that not all speech is protected, and this is where the argument
concerning Internet speech begins. The Supreme Court has taken a medium-by-medium
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approach to the First Amendment, where radio and television broadcasts are not entitled
to the same protections as newspapers. (Breckheimer) The Court did address the Internet
in the case Reno v. ACLU (1997) that struck down portions of the Communications
Decency Act of 1996. The case established that there was “no basis for qualifying the
level of First Amendment scrutiny that should be applied” to Internet speech. In so
deciding, the Court stated: “The interest in encouraging freedom of expression in a
democratic society outweighs any theoretical but unproven benefit of censorship ” (Reno
v. ACLU, 521 U S. 844, 870. 1997) This means that Internet “speech” falls under most of
the same protections and allowances as speech in the non-cyber world, and that it is thus
held to the same standards.
While these standards have grown and evolved through the twentieth century,
there are few legal precedents allowing the government to infringe on a citizen’s First
Amendment rights for any reason. Essentially, there are two basic areas of restraint on
free speech: “prior restraint,” which applies before speech is expressed, and
“accountability,” which applies after expression through laws addressing libel, slander,
obscenity, incitement to commit a crime, contempt of court, or seditious utterance.
With respect to prior restraint, there has consistently been a hesitancy to allow the
government to prohibit free speech. This principle was established in the Supreme Court
decision Near v. Minnesota (1931), which established the legal tenet that a “heavy burden
ofjustification” is necessary before the government can suppress media content prior to
publication. This means that the government has to show good reason to prevent the
publication of written material. This “heavy burden” model was upheld in New York
Times V. United States (1971), also known as the “Pentagon Papers” case. While this was
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the first case involving an effort by the national government to restrain newspaper
publication of material in its possession, it did not address the issue of whether the
government could enjoin publication of information that presents a clear threat to national
security. Prior restraint holds except in time of war or other national emergency.
Accountability after expression, on the other hand, is provided by laws regulating
defamation of character, either written (libel) or spoken (slander). Both include
statements that expose a person to hatred, contempt, or ridicule; that injure his or her
reputation; or that harm the person in his or her trade or profession. These laws also cover
obscenity, sedition, contempt of court, and (most important to this discussion) incitement
to commit violence. Since legal challenges to Internet postings and web pages are clear
examples of post-expression regulation, this aspect of First Amendment protection will
be addressed here. In the case of Internet speech, there are three types of unprotected
Internet speech: Speech that is threatening, harassing, or inciting violence.
Post-Expression Accountability and Incitement
Obscenity on the Internet falls under the same restraints as in “real life,” where
material is not considered clearly and irrevocably illegal unless it contains depictions of
minors. Falling under the guidelines established in the Ferber decision, child pornography
on the web - both the purveyance and possession of- is illegal. Sedition and contempt of
court have little place on over web transmission, which leaves incitement as the primary
area of post-expression accountability.
Incitement is when words spark violent action, and this is where hate speech on
the Internet is most often problematic. However, the definitions and interpretations of
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incitement are so numerous that there are few hard and fast rules to apply when
examining hate speech. According to legal scholar Alexander Tsesis, there are three
judicial doctrines that cover the issue of incitement. The first concerns imminent threat of
harm, as defined by the case Brandenburg v. Ohio (Brandenburg v. Ohio 395 U S. 444
1969) In Brandenburg
,
the Supreme Court stated that no First Amendment protection is
guaranteed for speech that “is directed to inciting or producing imminent lawless action
and is likely to incite or produce such action.”
The problem in applying Brandenburg to the Internet is the question of
imminence, since Internet postings necessitate a time gap between words in cyberspace
that are spoken and heard. (Cronan) This ambiguity of imminence is accompanied by
another problem, which concerns the specificity of the audience. According to legal
scholar John P. Cronan, the Brandenburg decision establishes a relationship between the
speaker and the listener that attaches liability only when the speaker knows that his
audience will act as a result of his words. In the case of the Internet, there is no way to
know who one’s audience actually is, therefore there is no way to know if a posting is
going to incite a listener to violence.
The second judicial doctrine concerning incitement concerns the so-called
“Marketplace of Ideas” theory first put forward by Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes in
1919 in the case Abrams v. U.S. Here Justice Holmes stated:
Men.
. . may come to believe even more than they believe the
very foundations of their own conduct that the ultimate good
desired is better reached by free trade in ideas - that the best test
of truth is the power of the thoughts to get itself accepted in the
competition of the market, and that the truth is the only ground upon
which their wishes safely can be carried out.
(Abrams v. U.S. 616, 630. 1919)
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The marketplace theory mandates that ifgood speech and bad speech compete, good will
triumph. There are scholars who argue against this idea by stating that it does not take
into account that hostile expressions do not contribute to a dialogue. However, the Courts
have consistently held onto the marketplace theory with the idea that it best protects
speech from arbitrary and unpredictable censorship.
The third judicial doctrine concerning incitement concerns so-called “fighting
words.” Fighting words are statements that are likely to produce a clear danger or threat
when spoken, and were established in the case Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire (1942).
Here the justices defined fighting words as:
Those which by their very utterance inflict injury or tend to
incite an immediate breach of the peace. It has been well observed
that such utterances are no essential part of any exposition of ideas,
and are of such slight social value as a step to truth that any benefit
that may be derived from them is clearly outweighed by the social
interest in order and morality.
(Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire 315 U S. 568. 1942)
The definition of fighting words was further narrowed in Termineillo v. Chicago (1949),
which concluded that speech merely causing anger or outrage does not amount to fighting
words. It was more clearly and conclusively defined in R.A. V. v. City of St. Paul (1992)
where the justices stated that occasionally fighting words are “quite expressive indeed.
We have not said they constitute ‘no part of the expression of ideas,’ but only that they
constitute ‘no essential part of any expression of ideas.” (R.A.V. v. City of St. Paul 505
U S. 377, 1992) The Courts have consistently held that anti-incitement laws are
constitutional only when they limit immediately dangerous expression. Arguments
against this position are: 1) the idea that long-term indoctrination becomes the norm; 2)
crime and terrorism are not committed in a social vacuum; 3) the government should act
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before words turn to action; and 4) repetition of prejudice breeds willingness to commit
crime. (Tsesis)
The legal theory of incitement has not been a successful tool in filtering hate
speech on the Internet because of these three judicial doctrines surrounding it. More
effective has been arguing against Internet speech that is harassing or threatening in its
language, since here the question of imminence does not arise. According to the Anti-
Defamation League, there have been few court cases that have specifically addressed hate
speech on the Web, but those that did have all contained language that was harassing and
thus unprotected speech. These cases are United States v. Machado, which concerned an
anti-Asian e-mail message, United States v. Kingman Quon, concerning an anti-Latino e-
mail message, the Commonwealth ofPennsylvania v. ALPHA HQ concerning a
threatening web site, and Planned Parenthood of the Columbia/ Willamette, Inc. v.
American Coalition ofLife Activists
,
which also concerned a menacing web site. (Anti
Defamation League 9) In each of the cases, the courts successfully upheld prosecutions
against those spreading threatening or harassing hate online.
Anonymity and Internet Speech
The question of anonymity, specifically identity protection, is another issue raised
in the debate over Internet speech and First Amendment protections. This issue arises
most often when people use screen names to shield their identity in a chat room or during
Internet correspondence. These screen names shelter the anonymous user from liability -
and detection - when the speech is not protected by First Amendment guarantees. In
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addition, because it is not difficult to create a web site, this too can be done anonymously,
which adds another layer of difficulty to the question ofliability and responsibility.
In early cases concerning anonymous postings, those who felt defamed or
wronged over the Internet sued the Internet Service Providers (ISPs) that hosted the
unidentified poster instead of the nameless defamer, because it was easier to do so. The
federal courts, however, have shielded ISPs from liability, stating that they were just
providing a service and could not be held responsible for the actions of its service
members. But in Blumenthal v. Drudge (Blumenthal v. Drudge. 992 F. Supp 44 D. D C
1998) the court said that America On Line was liable for the comments of columnist Matt
Drudge, who wrote on his “The Drudge Report” web site that White House counsel
Sydney Blumenthal beat his wife. The court said that in this case, America On Line paid
Drudge for his services, and was therefore responsible for his actions and his content.
Still, in most other cases concerning anonymous postings, the court has held onto the
position ofReno v. ACLIJ which stated that there is “No basis for qualifying the level of
First Amendment scrutiny that should be applied” to Internet speech (Reno v. ACLU,
521 U.S. 844, 870. 1997)
There are those who argue that there should be accountability guidelines to
prohibit anonymous Internet users from abusing their freedom of speech. Arguments for
these guidelines, according to legal scholar Jennifer O’Brien, include the following: First,
that the Internet has significant potential to disseminate information that sticks - it can be
downloaded, saved, printed out, posted, and sent off to other computer users much more
readily and easily than other media. The result of this is that material disseminated over
the web has much greater staying power than other published or broadcast material. The
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damage, therefore, is more significant. O’Brien’s second argument is that, while some
opponents of regulation frame this debate in terms of a David and Goliath match between
one small user and a giant Internet Service Provider, the reality is that in some cases,
David might be a bad guy. Therefore, framing the argument as such does not really show
the extent of the damage done by a single person - perhaps an unscrupulous person.
O’Brien’s last argument is that anonymity shields posters from psychological filters that
might control what someone says or does. It is harder, for example, to speak one’s mind
in public than it is in the solitude of one’s home, facing not a crowd of people but a
computer screen instead. This gives greater license to those who do not feel accountable
for their actions. These arguments, according to O’Brien, mean that there should be
systems in place to prohibit unidentified Internet users from speaking over the net in an
uncontrolled manner.
Obviously, there are counter arguments to O’Brien, which generally center around
general protections guaranteed by the First Amendment. Opponents point to the power of
anonymous writers to speak the unpopular truths and voice the position of the unaccepted
minority in the marketplace of ideas. For this reason, the courts have been loath to force
anonymous users into revealing their identities unless there is a prima facie case of
liability proven. This means that, unless the wronged party can prove damage, the
accused maintains his or her secrecy online. In terms of Internet Hate, the damage must
be threatening enough to propel an ISP into revealing a user’s name, which means that all
sorts of language not threatening enough gets through.
97
Legislative Actions on Internet Speech
In addition to court action, there have been several attempts at federal legislation
concerning Internet content. One important piece of legislation was the 1996
Communication Decency Act (CDA), which aimed to protect children from harmful
material on the Internet through content control and transmission regulations that
criminalize the knowing" communication of "obscene or indecent" messages to any
recipient less than 18 years of age. Much of the CDA was struck down by the Supreme
Court in Reno v. ACLU (1997); however, one section of the act protecting ISPs from
liability over web content remains viable. This means that ISPs such as AOL and Yahoo
are protected from criminal liability if a web site using their services contains unprotected
speech. Hence, there is little impetus for an ISP to remove a web site from its listings.
Following the September 1
1
th
attacks on the Pentagon and the World Trade
Center, the federal government expanded the powers of law enforcement agents in their
use of Internet surveillance, a fact that has the ACLU concerned. The USA PATRIOT
Act of 2001 stands for “Uniting and Strengthening America by Providing Appropriate
Tools Required to Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism” and is defined as such: “To deter
and punish terrorist acts in the United States and around the world, to enhance law
enforcement investigatory tools, and for other purposes.” (USA PATRIOT Act of 2001)
It specifically provides the FBI with $200,000,000 in federal funds for each of the fiscal
years 2002, 2003, and 2004 to develop “a national network of electronic crime task
forces, based on the New York Electronic Crimes Task Force model, throughout the
United States, for the purpose of preventing, detecting, and investigating various forms of
electronic crimes, including potential terrorist attacks against critical infrastructure and
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financial payment systems ” (USA Patriot Act, Sec. 105). This increases to an
unprecedented degree the ability of law enforcement agents to monitor the web sites of
extremist groups, and it is this that most concerns the ACLU and other civil liberties
groups. The ACLU recently filed a Freedom of Information Act request to the
government asking for records pertaining to the government’s implementation of the
USA PATRIOT Act. According to a press release: “By amending laws such as the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA), the ACLU said that the USA PATRIOT
Act vastly expands the government’s authority to obtain personal information about those
living in the United States, including United States citizens.” (American Civil Liberties
Union. “ACLU, Justice Department, Agree on Deadline” 1.)
Finally, in addition to the judicial and legislative actions already mentioned, there
is a bureaucratic element at work as well. The Federal Communications Commission is
being restructured now, which opens the door to potentially greater legislative oversight
in the coming years. At present, the FCC does not have a firm Internet guideline in place
to cover the many facets ofweb communication. There are hearings scheduled on Capitol
Hill to address the different issues facing the FCC and the federal government.
All of these attempts at regulating the Internet will be met with fierce opposition
from First Amendment rights groups, such as the ACLU, who oppose what they consider
to be censorship. The American Civil Liberties Union has joined with other groups such
as the Internet Democracy Project to work towards keeping an open and free world wide
web. This goal includes sites with hate speech on them. This affords another layer of
protection to white separatist groups. The Supreme Court recently agreed to hear a case
brought by the ACLU concerning Internet freedom in libraries. The civil liberties group
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is contesting the Children’s Internet Protection Act, which ties library funding to the
mandated use of blocking programs on Internet terminals in public libraries. The
American Library Association joined other groups in filing friend of the court briefs with
the ACLU when the Supreme Court heard the case on March 5, 2003. A decision is
expected by July 1, 2003.
In addition, the ACLU filed an amicus brief in a French case brought to the
United States though Yahoo in California. In Yahoo v. La Ligne Contre le racisme et
L antisemilisme, a French judge ruled against Yahoo in France, stating it violated a
French law banning the display and possession ofNazi paraphernalia by hosting a Nazi
web site. Yahoo brought the suit to the U S. asking a judge to declare the French case
unenforceable in America and the American judge agreed, stating: "It is preferable to
permit the non-violent expression of offensive viewpoints rather than impose viewpoint-
based governmental regulation upon speech. The government and people of France have
made a different judgment based upon their own experience." (American Civil liberties
Union “In Two Internet Free Speech Cases,” 1.)
Arguments For and Against Government Regulation
There are arguments both for and against government regulation of Internet
speech. Arguments for government oversight and monitoring are first that by allowing all
hate speech to go unchecked, the World Wide Web facilitates the dissemination of racist
propaganda, which is antithetical to a just society. Proponents of controls maintain that,
while free speech is a good thing generally, not all speech can be qualified as legitimate.
The second argument for government regulation is that by allowing these groups to post
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whatever they want credence is lent to the claims and legitimacy of their cause. Several
extremist web sites include false statements and misleading propaganda that could be
construed as dangerous to propagate. Holocaust deniers, for example, post web sites with
dishonest information about the Nazis during World War II, and a web site devoted to
defaming the memory of Martin Luther King, Jr. posts hateful untruths about the civil
rights leader. A third argument for government regulation has been addressed, namely
that the rhetoric of the racist contributes nothing to the marketplace of ideas, and such
dialogue is actually harmful to the public at large. (Breckheimer) All of these points of
view focus their attention on the quality of the speech, rather than the freedoms
guaranteed by the First Amendment. Nowhere is it argued that the First Amendment is
wrong or ill founded.
The First Amendment is where those opposed to government regulation make
their case. While those in favor of regulation argue on the merits of the speech itself,
arguments against governmental controls focus on the Constitution’s limits on
government power and authority. The first argument notes that free speech is one of the
founding virtues of the nation and points to public rhetoric from the Revolutionary Era to
the present as reason for keeping the government out of the debate. A similar argument is
that hate speech actually facilitates anti-hate speech, and this democracy of ideas is
another of our founding principals. Those who make this argument point to the marches
of white separatists where those marching are outnumbered 1 0 and sometimes 20 to 1
,
uniting the voices opposing prejudice and overwhelming the hateful. Lastly, those against
governmental regulation of Internet speech argue that case law and past historical
precedent prove that there must be a heavy burden ofjustification for the government to
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suppress speech, and any regulation would give the government power to censor. This,
the arguments state, is too much power in the hands of the government. (Breckheimer)
There are, of course, other options for those who want to regulate Internet content,
and those are self-regulation by users and community regulation. Self-regulation amounts
to the use of filters or controls that people can install for themselves to prohibit users
from accessing various content. Parental controls and firewalls stop computer users both
at home and in the office from viewing pornography and other disreputable material, and
these are in the main effective. Those who oppose filters argue against them on two
levels. First, they say that these filters can be ineffective if not installed properly. By
filtering out only certain words, the protections do not guarantee protection from all
improper material. Second, they argue that blocking out data precludes scholarly research
that may be done in that area, which is antithetical to the promise of education. (Tsesis)
Community regulation is an even more difficult concept, since the World Wide
Web is an immensely diverse community itself. With community regulation, the
webmasters and information providers would adhere to a universally agreed upon code of
conduct where content and presentation standards are set. However, the diversity of web
applications and Internet users means that finding consensus for Internet controls is a
probable impossibility. This leaves governmental intervention as the more likely solution
to the regulatory problems facing the net.
Any regulation to the Internet is still in a state of flux, and those who are
concerned about content censorship are bracing themselves for a fight against an
increasingly conservative federal government, and a Supreme Court that might shift
further to the right with future appointments. What this means for those on the extreme
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nght is that for the time being, they are both protected by those they actually loath, and
are being increasingly watched by those they distrust.
Conclusions
Speech over the Internet will continue to be a main area of legal debate in the
coming years, since it is just now being adjudicated for the first time. It is important to
note that there are numerous observers of white separatist web sites who read and wait
for the racists to step over the line. While most white separatists are quite careful to post
within the boundaries First Amendment protected speech, there are times that they slip
and make a mistake. Matthew Hale, the leader of the World Church of the Creator, for
example, posted a tirade against a federal judge who was deciding a case in which he was
involved. In the diatribe. Hale implied a death threat and was quickly arrested for
threatening the life of a federal judge. As this is written, he is in prison awaiting trial.
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CHAPTER 6
WEB SITE USE AND EVALUATION
The Internet is free, easy, and portable. White separatist groups make proficient
use ofweb sites as a communication tool and their use of it is not surprising. It is
impressive, moreover, how advanced some of these sites are, and how many different
media sources are launched from these sites. The Internet has become a crucial form of
communication for these groups because it offers a way to circumvent the mainstream
media and convey their message in an unregulated manner. This chapter examines not
only the web sites themselves but also the different sources of alternative communication
that emerge from the separatist groups’ Internet use, including radio and television
broadcasts via streaming media. The result is news dissemination outside the regulation
and oversight of the Federal Communications Commission, yet under the constitutional
protections afforded by the First Amendment and upheld by the Supreme Court, as
discussed in the previous chapter. It is important note that because web sites are fluid
entities, the sites discussed will likely have changed often from the time of this writing to
the time of a reading. Hence, what is revealed here is a snapshot of the web site content,
described in order to explain an overall picture of Internet use.
The Web Sites of White Separatist Groups
Sites used by white separatist organizations vary as much as the groups
themselves, ranging from the disorganized, sloppy and rudimentary to the well
constructed, user friendly, and highly sophisticated. Unsophisticated web sites may have
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a lot of substantive content on their pages, but little in terms of organization or
technically advanced graphics. A highly developed web site is easy to read, has clever or
high-level graphics, and subtly tries to woo its reader into greater site exploration. In
addition, appealing new technology such as streaming media has made it even more
attractive for white separatist groups to use the web to communicate on different levels of
sophistication.
Streaming media is when web sites integrate video and audio with a site's text-
based content. This differs from a video or audio file that is separately downloaded and
then played back later, because streaming media uses a Web page download to play
simultaneously with their text message in real time. White separatist groups use this
primarily for radio play over the Internet. The expansion of radio technology that
accompanied the emerging Internet technology makes this a more expansive and
effective technique. Instead of short wave radio, which was once the predominant method
of audio communication by white separatist groups, the Internet now hosts radio
programs via streaming media. This means several things for the groups that use the web
for audio communication, but most importantly it increases exponentially the number of
potential listeners. Several web pages use the Internet as a radio-broadcasting tool. The
World Church of the Creator has a radio station linked to its site, as does the National
Alliance, Stormffont, and David Duke’s web page. Each of these operates a different
radio program that can be heard by anyone with a computer and the bandwidth to support
it. In addition, streaming media also allows television broadcast via the Internet, which
has been used most notably by the major broadcast stations, cable networks, and
entertainment web sites that gain viewers who are away from a television set. The Ku
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Klux Klan has also created a television program linked to their web site, which
broadcasts messages from the Rev. Thomas Robb, leader of the organization.
Invariably, however, most of the sites have essentially the same components:
• Position stands, which include editorials (some previously published,
some originating on the web site), position papers, talking points, and
articles deemed scholarly” by the web site creators;
• Organizational features which include membership information, rally and
meeting information, and recruitment tools such as “reasons to join the
fight;” and
• Merchandise for sale, to include clothing, books, and music.
What they also have in common is an overt anti-Semitic and racist viewpoint that weaves
itself through the different links and options available on each web site. Each functional
component is laced with ideology that gives the web site its purpose.
The position stands promoted by the web sites include such issues as the right to
bear arms. On the National Socialist Movement web site there is an article on this topic
authored by Phyllis Schlafly, not one who would consider herself to be an extremist.
Other topics include the obvious positions against immigration, support of Israel, and
white pride. Some of these position papers, as illustrated by that of Ms. Schlafly, have
been taken from other sources and added to the web site content of this host. For the most
part, however, there are original writings that illustrate the varying degrees of eloquence,
erudition, and writing skills of the different hosts. The Skinheads of the RaHoWa (Racial
Holy War), for example, in an article entitled “Dealing with Law Enforcement,” write,
“Many police officers are naturally sympathetic to our cause. They have to deal with the
niggers and mud races on an everyday basis. They see how they commit many more
crimes than do our people and realize full well that there are serious differences between
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the races. ’ This contrasts with how the Council of Conservative Citizens web page
addresses its “race consciousness:”
The Council is also not afraid to speak out on racial problems Most of
the issues addressed by the C ofCC and its local chapters have nothing todo with race. But, on some issues, such as forced busing, quotas and
immigration, the Council does indeed speak out for white European-
Amencans, their civilization, faith, and form of government, but we do not
advocate or support the oppression or exploitation of other races or ethnic
groups. (“Frequently Asked Questions”)
Many of the web sites make the same claim: that they are neither against any one group
nor proponents of discrimination, yet their writings and positions are clearly
discriminatory and belie their protests to the contrary. As recognized in Chapter 4 on
media framing, couching racism in white-pride terms is a common and somewhat more
refined method of avoiding negative attention.
Other position stands include those on the Jewish “question” from David Duke
and the World Church of the Creator s News on Jews. From the National Socialist
Movement: “The Jew: Destroyer of Culture.” and the “Facts of Jewish Media Control,”
From the Skinheads of the RaHoWa. There are also position stands on issues ranging
from liberty and freedom from governmental intrusion, as evidenced by a Benjamin
Franklin quote on the Stormfront web site, to “The Truth About Kwanzaa” from the web
site of the Ku Klux Klan. The positions taken by the different groups vary only slightly in
ideological direction, although they do differ a great deal in the specific topics they
address.
Organizational information and merchandise for sale are the other features that
these web sites have in common, and these do not vary as much as the position stands.
Information on where to meet for a rally, contact information, and the all-important
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contribution link is found on almost every site surveyed. Furthermore, many of the sites
include printable flyers for their members to disseminate which also have the
aforementioned information on them, in addition to propaganda on white pride and
Jewish nefariousness. Flyers produced by the Aryan Nations and distributed on their web
site address topics such as the Jewish Mafia, the Anti-Defamation League, the Zionist
Occupied Government, Martin Luther King, and Hip Hop music.
Items for sale on these web sites range from tee shirts with swastikas and other
white separatist pictorials on them to manuals on “Military, survival and self defense
skills” published by the United States Army and offered on the National Socialist
Movement’s web site. But the most common products are shirts, hats, patches and flags
that convey the message of the group through words and symbols. There are sites that
cater exclusively to racist rock music and video games, specifically the web site of
Resistance Records, the largest purveyor of racist books and music in the country, and
Die Hard Records, which claims to bring its viewer “the best in white power music!” The
brainchild of the late William Pierce, founder of the National Alliance and author of The
Turner Diaries, Resistance Records is a clearing house for racist entertainment that
includes not only catalogues of album titles from the United States and abroad, but also
videos and band pages for groups to meet and share their music online. Resistance also
includes show reviews, poetry, and a section on jewelry for sale that is spelled “_ elry”
in an effort to omit the “Jew.”
The homepages of the web sites vary not only in their appearance, but also in their
language and message. Several of the sites greet their viewers with drama. The White
Aryan Resistance (WAR) homepage features a large picture of a wolf, snarling, teeth
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bared, with swastikas in its eyes, (http://www.resist.com/) The “lone wolf’ notion is that
individual actors can accomplish much without institutional affiliation, meaning that a
lone actor does not need the authority of a group to act in the interests of the group.
The idea of “lone wolves” is particularly troubling to law enforcement agencies that
monitor hate groups, since there is no way to predict the actions of a solitary actor. A
statement accompanies the picture of the wolf on the WAR website homepage: “Lone
wolves are everywhere. We’re in your neighborhoods, financial institutions, police
departments military and social clubs.” While this is not a direct threat, it is an implied
warning meant to intimidate, which means that although offensive it is protected speech.
In a similarly dramatic fashion, Resistance Records, the largest distributor of
racist rock online, greets web surfers with a black homepage filled with skulls. Because
Resistance aims to sell products (music, video games, books and magazines), it lacks the
overt threatening language ofWAR, but similarly strives for an aggressive tone. Using
symbols in place of words is a common feature of all white separatist web sites, and
several sites make frequent use of swastikas and other Nazi symbols to convey a wordless
message. Surfers on these sites know what they’ve hit when they get there.
Conversely, many of the sites of extremist groups look more like college
newspaper sites. These include the World Church of the Creator (WCOTC), David Duke,
the Ku Klux Klan (KKK) and Stormfront, which are organized with clearly defined
categories and links. The homepage of the World Church of the Creator web site features
public meeting announcements, a discussion forum, and press releases. David Duke’s
homepage advertises his books, Jewish Supremacism and My Awakening and features
links to other writings and articles concerning the media, issues of Judaism, and hate
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cnme legislation. The Klan’s web site opens with a crowded red, white and blue page and
a recording of the national anthem. Each of these web sites looks professional and user-
friendly, but a surfer has to only dig a little deeper to get to the meat of their message.
The World Church of the Creator, for example, is closely allied with the group Skinheads
of the RaHoWa (Racial Holy War), a fact that is not specifically mentioned on the web
site, but is easily found through links and other associations. Links to other web sites also
vary, from those to CNN and the BBC on the NSM site, to the Council of Conservative
Citizens link to Sen. Trent Lott’s re-election campaign fund (pre-scandal), and other
white separatist organizations as seen on the Stormffont web site.
What differentiates these web sites from one another is the level of graphic
sophistication and technical complexity that make one web site more advanced than
another. It is easy to post a web site, but more complicated to maintain one, and therefore
several white separatist sites are rather rudimentary and seldom updated. The Skinheads
of the RaHoWa, for example, have not updated many of their links in the past five years.
It is evident from the more highly developed sites that a great deal of attention is paid to
them by either a webmaster or someone else in the organization who tends to the update
and revision of the site. In addition, several of the sites produce regularly scheduled
webcasts over an Internet radio or television site, which is methodically updated
All of the sites, rudimentary or complex, share the language of the extremist,
although it may not be apparent on the surface. Something as obvious as the Skinheads
of the RaHoWa (Racial Holy War) statement, “A powerful new religious creed
structured for the survival, expansion, and advancement of nature’s finest, the white
race,” (http://www.rahowa.com/for.htm) contrasts with the more subtle Council of
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Conservative Citizens site that features a quote from Patrick Henry and a link to Trent
Lott s re-election campaign. Common themes between the sites concern the success and
promulgation of the Aryan race, the malevolence of the Jewish people and the state of
Israel, and the need for social and political re-organization to achieve the goals that
promote the white race and deter all others. Examination of all three common themes will
be the focus of the next section of this chapter.
The Triumph of the Aryan Race
Whether it is wrapped in positive racism such as “white rights” or the more fuzzy
racial kindred, the language of the white separatist is uncompromisingly hostile to
certain groups: it is anti-black, anti-Semitic, and anti-immigrant. Examples of this are
many:
• The primary goal of the Aryan Nations as spelled out on their web site is: “A
united racial convocation to establish a national and international Aryan solidarity
of purpose for the existence, sustenance and reproduction of our Race ” (“Aryan
Nations.”)
• The White Aryan Resistance (WAR) states the following on their web site:
“WAR advises all U S. racial activists to concentrate on freeing North America
from non-White aliens and from racial suicide.” (“Government.”)
• The Council of Conservative Citizens states: “Ifwe are to survive as a people, we
need to depart from the old anti-racist world views, religions, and philosophies
and we need to believe in ourselves as a distinct and unique people.
. . . We need to
realize that genes are what make us, and that we need to preserve and propagate
our unique genes.
. . . We need a faith whose holiest of the holies is our sacred
genes and where mixing them with others is considered the highest sacrilege and
the greatest insult to out God.” (Millard)
• From the David Duke Report online: “All White nations have a severe non-White
immigration crisis. . . Our race faces a world-wide genetic catastrophe.”
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• From the goals of the National Alliance: “We must have White schools. White
residential neighborhoods and recreation areas. White workplaces White farms
and countryside. We must have no non-Whites in our living space’ and we must
have open space around us for expansion.” (“What Is The National Alliance?”)
The Ku Klux Klan states: “Negroes and other non-Whites would have no power
to enforce physical and economic treachery and terror upon us if the federal
government was FAITHFUL to the constitution as entrusted to it by the founding
fathers, (sic) (“KKK And the Federal Government ”)
• The Stormfront web site includes the following writings from the late William
Pierce: “Negro culture is not merely DIFFERENT from White culture; it is a
LESS ADVANCED culture and, by practically any standard, INFERIOR.” (sic)
(Pierce, “Equality ”)
• The web site ofNational Socialism states: “We demand the union of all Whites
into a greater America on the basis of the right of national self-determination ”
(“25 Points”)
The ferocity of the language differs but the content remains consistent. This should
come as no surprise since these sites are dedicated to the promotion of the white race.
What is striking, however, is the unabashed politicization of the sites, which seem to
realize their goal of political organization through the Internet. The web site of the
National Socialist Movement (NSM) is a case in point. It explains itself and its goals by
framing the advancement of the Aryan race in terms of simple orderliness:
National socialism does not wish to destroy inferior races or individuals
any more than a wolf leader wants to destroy the pack but only to organize
them into a productive order which alone can enable them to survive and
enjoy some degree ofhuman felicity.... National Socialism declares its goal to
be nothing less than the absolute domination of the white, civilized areas of
the earth by the Aryan white man.
. . To achieve this goal National Socialism
recognizes that power must be won legally, first in the strategic center of the
world, the United States, and then in all other white Aryan areas of the
earth. . . . We therefore declare our intention to incorporate all Nordic and
Aryan white peoples into a single political entity so that never again will
white men fight and kill each other on behalf of such silly things as imaginary
geographic boundaries or such vicious things as Jewish economic swindles-
either Communism or capitalism. (“What is National Socialism?”)
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Similar sentiments of unity in a single, cohesive political entity are also found in
the Aryan Nations bylaws, which reads in part: “WHEREAS: The White Aryan Race,
regardless of our ethnic division or geographical location is now totally dispossessed of
any STATE, (government) by, of, and for our race, culture and heritage.
.
(“Bylaws”)
Similar content is found in the Northwest Klan web site, which also advocates the
movement to the Northwest region to begin their own political system. Relocation of
white separatists to the Northwest is also found on the web site of the Kinsmen Redeemer
Ministries, which is “dedicated to the vision of establishing a Christian foundation for the
good news of the gospel of the Kingdom of Jesus Christ in the Pacific Northwest.” The
White Aryan Resistance (WAR) clearly finds this geographic strategy to be the most
feasible solution to the problem of race in America, but warns that any such endeavor
must be enduring:
Perhaps the White idea of the Northwest
. .
. solution is more
than can be expected.
. . However, a war against the Super State
must be fought to the finish. Your ammunition is readily available.
Cut economic support for the Beast. In short, starve the bureaucrats out.
All of their international gang plans are based on sheep that will finance
them. Without your cooperation, they are dead. Think about it, and then
join the hunt, and the underground economy. (“America First?”)
Other political themes are that the federal government is to blame for the racial
“problems” now seen in America, as evidenced by the National Alliance web site which
states: “It is vitally important for every White person to understand that there can be no
such thing as ‘equality’ between Whites and Blacks, regardless of the amount of racial
mixing forced on Americans by the government.” Couched in more evenhanded tones,
the Council of Conservative Citizens states: “The C ofCC opposes government
sponsored race preference programs (e g. affirmative action, quotas, forced integration)
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that are bestowed on nonwhites and other preferred minorities at taxpayer expense ” In
the views of these groups, the White race is not only superior but also threatened, a fact
that makes political and social mobilization all the more important. Who threatens these
groups? Mostly, the Jews.
Jewish Evilness and Wrongdoing
Perhaps the most common theme among these web sites is an unabashed anti-
Semitism. Pervasive in general anti-Jewish rhetoric as well as treatises on the nefarious
nature of Israel, the anti-Semitism manifests itself in several ways, the first of which is
the theory that the Zionist Occupied Government (ZOG) controls the nation through the
federal government, the economy through the banking system, and international affairs
through the so-called “new world order.” The National Socialist Movement’s web site
devotes much attention to Jews and the perceived threat that they pose. One statement
begins: “The jew, since it’s (sic) inception has been a parasitic host in every nation it’s
ever inhabited,” and continues: “Now, in America, instead of for the people by the people
it is for the jew by the jew.
.
The Congress and Senate are filled with jews. The nonjews
in government act just like the jews,” and concludes with “When the Aryan awakes, the
world will wonder why the current Z.O.G. administrators are being dragged thought the
streets, hung from the street lights or summarily shot execution style in public places.”
(“The Jew: Destroyer.” While threatening in theory, this skirts the inciteful thresholds
that would make the writing a violation of First Amendment protections.
Jews are targeted for their alleged control of the media. David Duke, who has
written extensively on this subject, asserts in his book Mv Awakening : “A small but
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cohesive minority, with a 3,000-year loyalty to their own people and a fanatical
dedication to their newly formed nation, dominates America’s media.
... Jewish media
power is so extensive that one can scarcely exaggerate it. It is not simply a question of
their power being disproportionate to their percentage of population— their power is
breathtaking.” (Duke: Chapter 19) On the Stormffont web site, there are numerous
articles about Judaism and Jewish media domination, as illustrated by an article entitled
“Who Rules America?”
And who are these all-powerful masters of the media? As we shall see, to
a very large extent they are Jews. It isn't simply a matter of the media
being controlled by profit-hungry capitalists, some ofwhom happen to be
Jews. If that were the case, the ethnicity of the media masters would
reflect, at least approximately, the ratio of rich Gentiles to rich Jews. The
preponderance of Jews in the media is so overwhelming, however, that we
are obliged to assume that it is due to more than mere happenstance.
(“Who Rules America?”)
This idea of information control is crucial to the white separatist, and the Internet now
serves as a functional, free tool, that empowers their organization. This Internet use is
also important since it is the perception of a managed media that has driven these groups
underground in the first place. Many of the web sites, such as the World Church of the
Creator, Stormffont, and The American Nationalist Union, offer news links to sites that
present “filter free news.” The “Nationalist Times” calls itself“The voice of the real
America,” as an alternative to the Jewish controlled media. The Vanguard News Network
(VNN) operates under the heading “No Jews. Just Right.” And the Ku Klux Klan and
other web sites offer television “news” from their offices delivered through video
downloading and streaming media on their web sites.
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Sometimes a correlation between the alleged Jewish or Zionist occupied
government and the media is made, as on the National Alliance web site that claims:
The government and the Jewish media will continue to have their hard core of support -
Jews, feminists, some homosexuals, some Christians, their radical-liberal New World
Order enthusiasts, most of the state and Federal bureaucrats, and others on government or
media payrolls....” (“Who Rules America?”) Most of the time, the correlation between
Jews and the government is drawn through the issue of support for Israel and the
perception that Jews buy this support from a corrupt and manipulated government. While
it is not clear that any of these groups support Palestinian efforts or goals, it is evident
that they directly oppose Israel and Zionism in their entirety. White separatists see the
conspiracy as a connection between money, Jews and a government that extends beyond
the United States’ Middle Eastern policy to the general foreign policies of the Clinton and
George W. Bush administrations, to include potential conflicts in the Persian Gulf region.
The White Aryan Resistance articulates the position very clearly:
Now that Bush has hired these pro-Israel Jewish lobbyists to the highest
positions in the land, has escalated the bombing of Iraq, and already sided
with Israel in killing Palestinian civilians, it is obvious that the price of the
achieving the White House involves selling out to the Israeli lobby, much
like Clinton, before him. (“WAR On Politics ”)
Similarly, the Nationalist Times in their October 2002 issue includes articles entitled
“War Planned Even Before Bush Became President” and “All Empire All the Time.”
This sentiment of a “New World Order” where the Zionist Occupied Government
partners with the Trilateral Commission and International Bankers to further their geo-
political goals is a common theme among white separatist conspiracy theorists. The
question in all of this rhetoric remains: What are these groups going to do about it?
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The Challenges of Extremist Content
Never in any of the written content of these web sites is violence directly advised.
On the contrary, it is repeatedly stated throughout the white separatist literature that no
illegal activity by any of its members will be tolerated, which appears to be done as much
for legal protection from both criminal and civil liability as for public relations. Clearly,
from the case of Matt Hale, leader of the World Church of the Creator who was arrested
recently for threatening a federal judge on his web site, these cautions are not always
observed. This also highlights a downside of Internet use: the inability to control who
sees your message. While widespread connection is a recruitment goal for most groups,
this does in turn open the door for general and widespread observation.
The anger among these groups is so immeasurable that occasionally, as in the case
of Hale, it breaks the carefully constructed codes of conduct and leads to the point of
actionable offenses. When this happens, it is clear the monitoring agencies watching
these groups will be there to catch the transgression and make a move against the white
separatist groups. Much of the rhetoric is a mixture of self-love and aggression toward
others, like the Aryan Nations writing on white Racism: “It is not hate that makes the
White workingman curse about the latest boatload of aliens dumped on our shores to be
given job preference over White citizens who built this land. It is not hate that brings rage
into the heart of a White Christian farmer when he reads of billions loaned or given away
as aid to foreigners when he can’t get the smallest break from an unmerciful government
to save his failing farm. No it is not hate, it is LOVE...” (“White Racism ”) This is an
odd form of love, but one that the Aryan Nations would identify as racial preservation.
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Similarly, writings on nationalism are commonplace on these web sites, defining
the movement as a positive one that emphasizes the bond of racial brotherhood to include
features like language and history. David Duke’s web site explores nationalism,
concluding: “we must recognize that the U S. Government, as a State, has subverted the
interests of our nation and that unless measures are to taken to bolster our nation, all that
we hold dear will be destroyed.” As in most cases, a call for revolution does not
necessarily entail violence, although the authors leave this interpretation up to their
readers’ discretion. Furthermore, statements that do not overtly pledge violent tactics will
promise extreme action to accomplish their goals. The National Socialist Movement, for
example, states at the end of its political manifesto: “The leaders of the movement
promise to work ruthlessly -if need be to sacrifice their very lives - to translate this
program into action.” (“25 Points”) The Skinheads of the RaHoWa state:
Make no mistake, my Brothers and Sisters: as stated in The White Man’s
Bible, should the Jewish Occupied Governments of the world us force to
violate our right to freely practice our religion; to peacefully assemble; to
peacefully organize; to distribute our publications; to use mails and any
other prerogative in promoting and expanding our legal religious
organization and the full practice of religion, then we have every right to
declare them as open criminals violating the Constitution and the highest
law of the land, and we can treat them like the criminal dogs they are and
take the law into our own hands. (“Legality of the World Church ”)
This approach does not clearly state when the government, the media, or other
conspirators against the white separatists will cross the line and when the revolution will
occur. It is this vagueness that poses the greatest threat. If the point of uprising is left to
the judgment of those who spew the hate from their web sites then monitoring can track
the developments of the movement and attempt to head it off before violence occurs.
However, because the lone wolf theory is so prominently adhered to by right wing
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extremists, then the uprising could come as a surprise attack, as was the Oklahoma City
bombing, that will catch the American government and the public unprepared.
Conclusions
The common thread running through the web sites of right wing extremist groups
is the adherence to Aryan preservation that ties the groups’ anti-Semitism, racism, and
xenophobia together. This manifests itself in a rather simplistic “us versus them” appeal,
reaching out to the disaffected public in a simplistic call to arms. The wide variety of
white separatist groups allow for different ways to present this appeal, from the gentle to
the aggressive. Yet this appeal is not too dissimilar from the negative advertising seen in
mainstream politics - showing that one group is attempting to co-opt the rights of
another. It is possible that the negative appeal seen in conventional politics has had the
effect of dulling the harsh edges of the extreme right’s approach, and it is possible that in
an increasingly negative political atmosphere the accusations of the extreme seem
slightly less outrageous. If this is the case, then the allure of the extreme right will seem
different only in degree - not in its entirety.
Because the Internet is largely uncontrolled, extremist groups will continue to use
the technology as a means of recruitment, communication, and self-promotion.
Furthermore, as the technology grows and becomes even more advanced, those with hi-
tech savvy will continue to develop as well. Recent developments have been the hook of
on-line racist music and video games to lure web surfers, music and game buffs to these
sites. One can only assume that further advances on the part of those who wish to eschew
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the government and the mainstream media will be forthcoming,
monitor these groups to keep up with them and alert the public
It is up to those who
to potential dangers.
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CHAPTER 7
MONITORING AGENCIES
The men and women who monitor the extremist organization on the Internet are a
varied group, most dedicated to the idea that free speech does not entitle one to indulge in
hate speech. There are two different types of monitoring agencies: private agencies that
watch hatred on the web as a symptom of a larger problem, such as anti-Semitism or
militant extremism, and governmental agencies that observe extremism on the web as an
indicator of potentially illegal domestic terrorist activity. The two types of monitoring
agencies work together to educate and share information in the battle against hatred, but
their motives and goals lead to a varied approach to monitoring. This chapter examines
representatives from private organizations and law enforcement agencies who scrutinize
the different concerns, goals, and methods available and utilized. What emerges is a
difference in how these groups understand the extremist right, and how they deal with the
problems that arise from hate-speech on the web.
Anti-Hate Activists and Law Enforcement Personnel
There are many groups and individuals interested in the extreme right wing, but
the largest private organization that monitors these white separatist groups are the Anti
Defamation League (ADL), the Simon Wiesenthal Center (SWC), and the Southern
Poverty Law Center (SPLC). These three groups share a basic ideology of civil rights
activism, but the ADL and the SWC focus primarily on Jewish rights, anti-Semitism, and
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issues concerning the Holocaust and the state of Israel. Nonetheless, they have a broad
mandate and varied research interests. Because most of the groups on the extreme right
wing are vehemently anti-Semitic, the ADL and the SWC target these groups
specifically. Similarly, the SPLC, which was begun in 1971 as a small civil rights law
firm, dedicates its attention to extremism and has had much success in the courts, suing
white separatist units and winning large financial victories against racist groups. The
impetus of the SPLC is not Jewish civil rights monitoring, which leads the group to
operate in different directions than the ADL and the SWC, focusing instead on the
broader goal of tolerance. However, there is one crucial commonality: members of
these three organizations share a dedication to both the applied and theoretical eradication
of discrimination. For these groups, such bigotry is antithetical to the virtues of American
democracy, and too dangerous to tolerate in civil society. Those who monitor these hate
groups from the private agencies tend to do so from the offices of their nonprofit
organizations, and the intellectuals and academics who staff the monitoring agencies
employ well-honed research techniques to observe the extremists.
Law enforcement officials, on the other hand, tend to focus their attention on the
practical dangers of such ideology, and target groups based not only on their ideology but
also on their potential for illegal activity and physical destruction. Law enforcement
officials operate in the field, in uniformed and undercover work, to keep tabs on the
potential violence that accompanies the extremist ideology. They share information with
private groups and are educated by the scholars from the private agencies who dedicate
many hours to understanding hate groups. As a result, the private and government groups
work well together, as they compliment each other’s goals and methods. Yet as much as
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representatives from these agencies agree on issues that concern the movement, they
disagree on the sahency of the extremist message, and this is where the difference
between the two types of monitoring agencies are most poignant. This most likely has
something to do with the close proximity in which law enforcement officials work among
members of the radical right. The distance between the foot soldiers of the movement and
the researchers in major metropolitan cities who study them can be broad in many senses.
A brief introduction to a few representatives of these monitoring agencies, both
private and governmental, is presented here before undertaking a topical analysis of the
extreme right wing
Mark Weitzman, Simon Wiesenthal Center. The Los Angeles-based Simon
Wiesenthal Center was founded in 1977 as an international Jewish human rights group.
The main goal of the organization is to preserve the memory of the Holocaust through
education and community outreach, and to help accomplish this mission the Center
created the Task Force Against Hate in 1991
. Headed by Mark Weitzman, the Task Force
is dedicated to address the issues of anti-Semitism and bigotry in various areas. They
have, as a result, taken up the issue of hate on the Internet since so many of the extremist
right wing sites are rooted deeply in anti-Semitism and use the web to spread their
message. After completing his graduate work eighteen years ago in Jewish Studies,
Weitzman came to the Simon Wiesenthal Center. He does not limit his research to anti-
Semitism, but also looks at anti-Catholic sentiment, homophobia, and other civil rights
issues as well. Mr. Weitzman has published extensively on issues concerning hate speech
on the Internet. With a former neo-Nazi from the White Aryan Resistance named
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Timothy Zaal, Weitzman tours the country speaking on college campuses, military
installations, and at religious organizations about extremism.
Brian Marcus, Anti Defamation League. Just around the block from the United
Nations headquarters in New York City is the Anti Defamation League (ADL), another
Jewish-rights organization. According to its charter: “The immediate object of the League
is to stop, by appeals to reason and conscience and, if necessary, by appeals to law, the
defamation of the Jewish people.” (ADL Charter) To this end, the ADL is a research
organization that examines every facet of anti-Semitism in America and internationally,
addressing such issues as religious freedom, the state of Israel, as well as extremism and
the Holocaust. Headquartered in New York City, the ADL has branches in 30 states
around the country and in Israel. It is the target of intense antipathy from those on the
extreme right who view the organization as a nefarious society dedicated to ending their
freedoms, which, in a way, it is. Brian Marcus is the director of the Internet Monitoring
Unit for the ADL, and has been with the organization since the end of 2001
. Prior to
joining the ADL, Mr. Marcus researched hate speech on the web for Hatemonitor.org. He
is currently working on his doctorate, which examines the connection between extremism
and religion.
Brian Levin, Hatemonitor.Org. Brian Levin is a law professor at California
State University, San Bernardino, and is the director of the Center for the Study ofHate
& Extremism where he specializes in analysis of hate crime, terrorism and legal issues.
He has, until recently, overseen a website called Hatemonitor.org which kept an eye on
extremist groups on the web. The web site was recently taken down. Professor Levin is a
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noted authority on extremism and has been widely quoted in print and broadcast
journalism on hate groups.
Mark Pitcavage, The Militia Watchdog. In the wake of the Murrah Federal
Building bombing in Oklahoma City, Mark Pitcavage created the Militia Watchdog
website to educate the general public about the militias in the United States and to
scrutinize these groups in an effort to monitor their activities. Soon after its founding, the
Watchdog expanded its examination to include white separatists and other right wing
extremist groups. Mr. Pitcavage was a military historian studying the history of the
militia when he started the Watchdog. The web site caught the attention of the Justice
Department’s State and Local Anti-Terrorist Training (SLATT) program, and Pitcavage
went to work there for several years. Later, he joined the staff of the ADL where he
operates his Watchdog from his home in Ohio. He has also created an e-mail listserv to
exchange ideas and information with people who have a professional interest in extremist
groups. This has benefited Pitcavage in his own research since, through the list; he has
amassed perhaps the most extensive contact list of anyone monitoring the extreme right.
More importantly, the list has benefited the 500 scholars and law enforcement officials
who subscribe to the list to share information.
Greg Hug, Former Missouri State Police Officer. Greg Hug recently retired
from the Missouri State Police after twenty-eight years on the force. For twenty-one years
Mr. Hug worked as a criminal investigator specializing in extremist groups, frequently
operating undercover to monitor the activities of right wing radicals. In his time
investigating the activities of such groups as the Ku Klux Klan, the National Alliance and
the National Socialist Movement, Mr. Hug was able to see the popularity of the white
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separatist movement in mainstream America, and thus has a slightly different perspective
on the movement than from those who monitor these groups from Jewish rights groups.
Dunng his tenure with the Missouri State Police, Mr. Hug worked undercover to infiltrate
a splinter group that grew out of a meeting of the so-called “Third Continental Congress,”
a movement to restructure the nation’s political system by force. The idea was to form a
provisional government to replace the current system, which members of the Third
Continental Congress felt was on the verge of collapse. In 1996 the splinter group
relocated to Kansas, pooled its money, established a safe house, stockpiled weapons and
built pipe bombs in an effort to “take the fight to the street.” Hug and his partner, along
with the FBI, were able to thwart the splinter group’s plan to attack and destroy Fort
Hood in Texas. Mr. Hug now works with the Anti Defamation League in Missouri where
he trains other law enforcement officials on the actions of Christian Identity and
paramilitary groups.
The Issues Confronting the Extreme Right
All of these researchers and officials keep close tabs on the extremist movement,
and thus they have witnessed and catalogued the growth of the Internet as a
communications tool used by different groups. They all note the obvious advantages of
this type of communications technology: the Internet is an efficient, speedy and
economical means of communicating. However, this communication builds an on-line
community that most monitors find distressing. Not only is the potential for violence
increased when individuals form a group, but the reinforcement that a collective brings to
a previously isolated individual is also dangerous. According to Pitcavage:
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For any type of movement or cause that would benefit from increased
communication, the Internet has been a boon because it facilitates
communication. The benefits for extremist groups are different: It’s the
same in that they can reach across long distances quickly and get in touch
with likeminded people... [The danger here is that] when in the minority,
someone might not act on their opinions, but with the Internet they can get
on the web and speak with any number of people, reinforce opinions, and
this can embolden their opinions. (Personal Interview with Mark
Pitcavage, Anti Defamation League, 3/28/03)
The possibility for violence from a would-be extremist increased when his theories are
bolstered. This is particularly dangerous, according to Hug, when young people surf the
web and land on an extremist site. He adds: “Web sites all lead someone to believe that
these people are going to take the fight to the streets. A young, impressionable kid getting
on the Internet
. .. they kind of like that.” (Personal Interview with Greg Hug, Anti
Defamation League, 4/10/03)
Most researchers find the extremist appeal to children and young adults to be the
most upsetting element of the Internet communication among hate groups. Many
extremist web sites have pages devoted to kids and the new attraction of racist video
games online also draws young people to a movement they might not fully understand.
Compounding this problem is the growing distance between World War II and the
present, with fewer veterans and witnesses alive to bring a personal perspective to the
horrors of Nazism. As swastikas lose their potency as symbols of hate, younger
generations may fail to see the destruction caused by the National Socialism of Hitler’s
Germany. Combined with the exciting vernacular and music ofgrowing movements
steeped in youth attractive action (“taking the fight to the streets,”) the allure of the
extremist right is compelling.
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Another appealing thing about the Internet is its ability to put out information to
attract a potential member. Chat rooms and message boards put out information
instantaneously and include political and social activism information so someone does
not have to go to the library to read up on a subject: The information is right there. The
problem, of course, is that the information provided might be false, which is dangerous
for an unsuspecting web surfer. As mentioned in previous chapters, there are certain web
sites that are intentionally inaccurate or that provide such tainted information as to be
erroneous. The propaganda elements of Internet communication have been well
documented and scholars point to deliberate misinformation as a primary success - and
therefore danger - of extremist Internet use. 3
The most significant way in which a group uses the Internet to their advantage,
however, is through their own promotion and marketing. Hug notes that a sophisticated
web site helps the group appear larger, perhaps, than it really is. (Greg Hug, ibid.) A
sophisticated web site, for example, may emanate the appearance of a large, well-
organized group when in fact the site is created and maintained by only a few people, or
even only one individual. There is no way to tell how big and well-structured a group is
from their web page, the only hint of this can be deduced from pictures of the group,
posted on the web site, of members at a rally or event. These pictures are also useful for
law enforcement officials who investigate the extreme right. This fact leads Mr. Hug to
call those who post photos on their web pages to promote themselves “knuckleheads.”
(Greg Hug, ibid.)
A web site can link to other sites and other groups, which allows for the
appearance ofgroup cohesion. And since the Internet allows people to communicate
3
See work by Hilliard and Keith 1999. Weitzinan 2001. Bell and Dagger 1997.
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without traveling to meet one another face to face, this can lead to a more peaceful
organizational structure for the varied groups that comprise the extremist right wing.
According to Levin: “To the extent that there are angry, disenfranchised, unstable people
out there, the Internet provides a useful and organized forum in which people can get
together. The old problems of geography or organizational jealousies.
. . have been erased.
I don’t think you’re getting a large number of new people, but within the pool of
sympathizers you re giving much greater ease.” (Personal Interview with Brian Levin,
Center for the Study of Hate and Extremism, 12/19/03)
These groups, however, do not trust, agree with, or like one another and therefore
the appearance of cohesion is primarily a facade. According to Marcus:the white
separatist groups share ideologies, but on their basic beliefs these groups will never
agree.” (Personal Interview with Brian Marcus, Anti Defamation League, 1 1/09/03) This
is because they are so varied in several different areas: First, their motivations vary. A
Christian Identity group, for example, is motivated by religion; a Klan group might be
motivated by racism; while a National Socialist group might be motivated by anti-
Semitism and xenophobia. Because an Identity group sees all other religions, even non-
identity Christianity, as fraudulent and evil, an Identity group and a skinhead collective
will be in sufficient agreement to collaborate.
Second, their tactics differ. Several Klan groups, most notably the largest Klan
group in the country, the Knights of the Ku Klux Klan based in Harrison, Arkansas, tries
to appear more business-like and professional, following David Duke’s edict to move the
organization “from the backroom to the boardroom.” This contrasts with neo-Nazi groups
such as the National Alliance that opts to wear Nazi regalia and make a radical statement
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in their appearance. In their efforts to appear more moderate, the radicals or “fringe
within the fringe” frustrate extremists who strive for community acceptance or even
positive mainstream attention.
Third and finally, their goals disagree with one another. There is a movement
within the movement to re-locate to Alaska in order to set up an isolated country apart
from the United States, yet there are those within the extreme right wing who want to
simply end the federal government through violence and start the Racial Holy War they
see as coming. So while the extreme right may appear to be a monolith to those who
lump the groups together under the singular band of“wacknut,” there are in fact
important differences that makes the movement erratic and disjointed.
To this end, inclusive language on a web site helps to project united front, but
behind the facade of the web site the groups still disagree. Pitcavage distinguishes
between the Internet’s ability to mobilize and to organize: “The internet has helped
mobilize the movement - to get people together for a rally, an event, a music event. But I
have seen no major benefit in terms of organization. [The extremist Right] is every bit as
fragmented and factionalized as twenty years ago.” (Mark Pitcavage, Ibid.)
A primary concern Weitzman has concerning Internet hate is the reach that the
communication technology gives to extremists: “Web sites are the public face and
persona for these groups - the soapbox in the park,” says Weitzman. Pitcavage agrees.
“These groups would be engaged in other forms of public discourse and act in much the
same way, but communicate now on the Internet.” (Mark Pitcavage, Ibid.) This reach is
important because those who before may not have felt supported in his opinions could get
the support he needs online. According to Weitzman:
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Ifyou have a person who was isolated in the past and has these feelines
and knew no one else who had these feelings, they would basically just
bite them down and think about them at night and that’s the end of it. Now
they go online and they’re in touch with people from Australia and Canada
and Texas and it all comes out, so they can keep spewing it out. Now th<it
could be lwmless, it could be a venting thing, on the other luind it could
ratchet up the emotions and the feelings and you no longer feel isoHted
but it becomes empowering, and you feel like you’re part of this vunguiird,
this international movement. (Person^ Interview with Mcirk Weitzm<in
Simon Wiesenthiil Center, 4/03/03)
Hence, the potentml for violence increcises exponentidly when this technology becomes
the priimry means of communication among dispute and distanced people. Yet this
reach is different from violent £ictivity itself, and there are few concrete connections
between online activity and extremist violence.
At the end of the dciy, the success or failure of an extremist group has little to do
with its web site, and more to do with the saliency of its message. According to Levin:
“The Internet is an efficient and economic^ way to communicate, but ultimately the
success of the politick message rests on its content, as opposed to the medm. If the
argument were th<at they had a messuge and the primary inefficiency wus the manner in
which their messcige was spread, then the Internet would provide them with a vast
improvement in their status. It is useful, efficient, economic^, but not one that will sell
the message affer their message has been sent out.” (Brmn Levin, Ibid.)
This is one point where those who monitor these radial groups degree. It
appears that some who watch these extremist groups operate feel that their messcige is not
relevant beyond a limited audience of dissected citizens. Hence, even though white
separatist groups are reaching an unprecedented number ofmainstream Americas, it
almost does not matter bemuse most people are turned off by the sentiment. As Levin
sta.tes: “The Internet is effective bemuse it gets the message out in a cheap, appealing
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way. The problem is that the message wouldn't appeal to the vast majority of Americans.
Web sites shut down due to lack of interest .” (Brian Levin, Ibid.)
It is true that web sites do shut down often or are left up without any modification
to keep it current. Furthermore, a recent study by the Southern Poverty Law Center shows
that hate crimes have diminished in number during the past year, a fact that has those
who watch the extreme right quite pleased. According to the report, entitled “The Year in
Hate,” the extreme right is in chaos:
As the first few months of 2003 begin to unfold, the radical right is in
turmoil. Starting with the July 23 death of William Pierce, founder and
leader of the neo-Nazi National Alliance, white supremacists and other
extremists have suffered a series of unmitigated disasters. Splits and other
internal battles have started to tear apart several groups. Defections,
deportations and desperate finances are sapping the movement's lifeblood.
Starting last December, a series of arrests has put key leaders behind bars,
and hysteria is on the rise. (“SPLC Intelligence Report” 1)
Weitzman concurs that there is a leadership crisis that is hampering the extreme right,
and the SPLC report highlights that this crisis, in conjunction with a crackdown by law
enforcement agents and relentless attention from private monitoring groups and
individuals, has created a precarious atmosphere for those on the extreme right, with a
future very much in question. (Ibid.)
However, the SPLC is quick to point out that while hate crimes are a decreasing
trend this does not mean that extremism has been eradicated in America. The Center’s
“Intelligence Project” documented a slight rise in the number of hate groups operating in
the United States from the previous year’s number. (Ibid.) In addition, their report
highlights progress for specific factions within the extreme right, to include growth and
success by academic racists (those who promote Holocaust denial and eugenics), anti-
immigrant and Neo-Confederate groups. Nor do the report’s findings mean that the
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Internet communication of extremist right wing groups is inconsequential, since this
reach has already been established to be an important thing in terms of elevating and
cultivating the potential for violence. As Weitzman notes, the move from the extreme
might encourage an individual to act in an excessive manner to make a point:
The number of hate crimes, has been going down relatively steadily -
swastikas on gravesites and that sort of thing. That stuff may be going
down, because I think that the majority of Americans have really moved
away from accepting and tolerating that sort of behavior. But what that
meant was that... those who were into that were more isolated and had
less ability to get their message across to the mainstream and as a result
may be looking for more bang for their buck, which translated into more
violence and more large scale activities. (Mark Weitzman, Ibid.)
Former law enforcement official Hug agrees with Weitzman that the majority of
Americans disapprove of hate crimes and racist or anti-Semitic activity. However, he
disagrees with the idea that the underlying extremist sentiment is disregarded by
mainstream America, stating that the groups are reaching a larger number of people who
share at least a sense of the sentiment, if not the whole of their message: Extremist
groups, Hug says, “are hitting a receptive audience ” He argues that many white people
in mainstream America feel disenfranchised when confronted every day with hate crimes
legislation and affirmative action: “Things that the average guys on the street just don’t
agree with.” These people do not look too deeply into the ideology of the extremist
group; they simply fall for the hook, which in most cases is a political viewpoint that
might be deemed “un-PC” or against the grain of acceptance and tolerance. According to
Hug, the groups “make points on some valid issues,” concerning hot button topics such as
abortion, gun control and civil rights, and this attracts a number of followers who may or
may not understand what the group really stands for. “People get drawn into this and
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don’t realize what they’re drawn into," says Hug, (Greg Hug, Ibid.) The end result is that
these hate groups are in fact tapping into an empathy that the private organizations may
be underestimating, due to the lack of physical evidence (personal or property
destruction, rally attendance or event-driven activities) that sometimes accompanies the
ideology. This means that although the number of hate crimes in the country is on the
decline, the Internet is still allowing extremist right wing groups to reach the mainstream
with a resonating message because their ideas about Jews, African Americans and the
Federal government are striking a chord within the American electorate.
The Changing Face of the Movement
This appeal can be seen in the changing face of the extremist movement, which
has altered itself in the past two decades. Now monitors are starting to see an increasing
presence ofwomen and - more disturbingly - children acting within a group. Mark
Weitzman notes that an increase in the number ofwomen in white separatist
organizations has a multi-layered impact. It expands the movement and makes it more
appealing to a wider audience of people and it also amplifies the possibility of violent
behavior because, as he says, “it breaks inhibitions.” (Mark Weitzman, Ibid.) By making
the extremist community a more broad-based institution it serves to soften the message it
sends out: These groups do not hate everyone - just certain people deserving of their
hate. They back up this claim with a “diverse” membership roster that has room on it for
a good number of people. Hence, the movement has changed because of the different
people involved in it.
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The movement has also changed because of the growing technology that is
employed to watch them. Internet technology is a double-edged sword: on the one hand,
it is an efficient technology to get a message out, but on the other, it is an equally
appealing resource for law enforcement officials and monitors to keep tabs on a group or
a certain political actor. As a result, many groups have decided to take a more cautious
approach to their public appearance in an effort to steer clear of those who watch them.
According to Hug, “Some of the real hard core paramilitary groups have gone
underground... Now there’s leaderless resistance which is hard to track.” (Greg Hug,
Ibid.) This so-called “leaderless resistance” is different from the “lone wolf’ theory
where one individual acts alone. Instead, leaderless resistance is private cell group
formation without any public meetings. This means that those who want to watch the
activities and actions of a group have a much harder time doing so. The Department of
Homeland Security has acknowledged the dangerous threat of “leaderless resistance”
within A1 Queda and other terrorist groups. For domestic law enforcement officials, this
inevitably means that the police must go under cover in order to keep an eye on those in
the cells. For private monitoring agencies, this means getting no information on a group
without the assistance of a breakaway member or a law enforcement official who has
infiltrated the cell. For both entities, it is a frustrating endeavor to try and track a
potentially violent extremist.
Another way the movement has changed is in its focus on isolated citizenship.
Many members of the radical right have shifted their focus from movement relocation to
the Pacific Northwest, and instead want to move to Alaska. The destination is almost
irrelevant - their main focus remains consistently on replacing the existing government.
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But the more remote the location the better chance a group has of establishing itself
within the existing political structure of a township or county. The National Socialist
Movement and National Alliance both realize if they move to a specific type oftown that
is ripe for penetration, they could have a significant effect on the political process there.
As of yet, they have not been successful in this regard, although there have been
numerous attempts. Extremists are, according to Hug, “Politically minded, but not
politically astute.” (Greg Hug, Ibid.)
It is, moreover, this political astuteness that ties much of their rhetoric together.
As noticed by Marcus, these groups share an ideology that is distinctly anti-government
and against special interests. They see the Zionist Occupied Government (ZOG) in
control of the political process and with these roots in anti-Semitism form much of their
opinions about the government centered on conspiracy theories. These theories are
particularly dangerous since they all move in the direction of destroying a corrupt and
illegal government. According to Weitzman: “If you go look at [1960s Klan] literature,
one thing you’ll always see is that they always make an appeal to be upholding the
country, the Constitution, they had this ideology and this idealism, as warped as it was.
That shifted with the beginnings of the Order.
. and now you have the concept ofZOG,
declarations of independence, declarations of war. .
.
the shift of the movement has been
from restoring the United States to a state of war, prisoners of war.” (Mark Weitzman,
Ibid.)
This is where the ideology has changed in the past several decades: Where once
the white separatist movement wanted to preserve an America that was antiquated, racist,
and misogynistic, now the movement is predicated on the idea that the nation must be
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destroyed in order to save it. As Weitzman observes about the difference in ideology
from the past Klan activity to the present neo-Nazi movement:
[The] Change is between those who wanted to restore the system as they
saw it... this pristine, white, antebellum, sexist U S. that never existed
l They were] concerned about the social ideal - that blacks knew their
place, that Jews were up north, they cared that women knew their place.
This is radically different from saying that we have no stake in the United
States, we want to carve out our own separate country, and we are literally
at a state of war with society, particularly anyone who is not just a person
of color but anyone who works for the government above the level of
county sheriff. (Mark Weitzman, Ibid.)
This anti-government rhetoric that is laced throughout the extreme right wing adds
different political connotations to the hate speech of those radicals. First, it taps into the
disaffection ofmany in the American body politic who are tired of “politics as usual” and
feel that the political system is either corrupt, dysfunctional, or simply bad. By appealing
to this segment of the population, the movement gathers more steam than if it were
merely anti-Semitic or racist. Secondly, the new ideology of war against a political
system firmly established the dangerous quality of such hate speech, since the stated goal
is a violent uprising where actions are taken to the streets to achieve an end. Therefore,
the potential for such violence increases significantly. And finally, this ideology creates a
more murky environment in which those who monitor the extreme right operate. The
monitors work within a world of protected speech and underground operations to try and
address the social and political dangers posed by those on the extreme right. However, by
working together to share information and research, private agency representatives and
law enforcement officials can and do labor tirelessly to confront the problems of
intolerance in American society. As evidenced by the report from the Southern
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Poverty Law Center on recent decreases in hate crimes, those who monitor the extremists
appear to be making some progress.
Conclusions
The men and women who monitor the extreme right do so with the conviction that
observation of such activity will make a difference in American society. They are correct.
The differences they make, however, are quite disparate from one another. On the one
hand, momtors from private agencies watch the extreme right in an effort to combat the
hate that spews from the fringe on an intellectual level. On the other hand, law
enforcement officials watch the extreme right in order to physically prevent the violence
that emerges from such hate. Both reasons for observation meet at the unified goal of
combating hate in America, and because of this private agencies and law enforcement
officials work well together.
For those who work for non-profit organizations, education is the best weapon in
the fight against hate, because education can open the door to greater tolerance and close
the door to hatred. For this reason, private agencies publish in-depth, well documented,
and very well researched papers and publications concerning various aspects of
extremism in America and are the main source of information on the racist right for
educators, law enforcement officials, and average citizens alike. Stopping the small-
minded bigotry of white separatists is the paramount objective, and thanks to the
seemingly tireless efforts of these scholars and activists much progress is being made in
this direction.
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Conversely, while many law enforcement officials abhor the small-minded
bigotry of the extremist right, unfortunately there are others who do not. In fact, there
have been instances where state and local law enforcement officials are members of the
extremist groups they are entrusted to observe. Thus, changing the minds of the general
public is not the primary goal of the police force that watches the activities of the racist
right. Instead it is maintaining the public safety, and this is accomplished through
personal contact with members of extremist groups, undercover work, and efforts in the
field to judge the severity of the threat that a group might pose to innocent civilians.
These two arenas where the monitors operate might be miles away from one
another, yet the shared goal of extremist restraint brings the two together. The police
would be tremendously hindered in their efforts without the immense amount of research
done by the private groups who carefully scrutinize the web sites and activities of the
groups. And without the field work of the police who can gather not only valuable data
but also solve crimes and prevent violence from occurring, the non-profit agencies would
be mired in their own research as well. Thankfully, the American public has these men
and women watching these groups for them, so that we do not have to watch them
ourselves.
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CHAPTER 8
CONCLUSIONS
By definition, right-wing extremists take the philosophy of the moderate Right to
the fringe of the ideological spectrum and the alienation that ensues serves to reinforce
hostile feelings towards the American political system. This distrust is so strong that
many members of the extreme Right opt not to participate in any form of our
representative democracy or adhere to its tenets. The violence that accompanies this
alienation is what separates the extreme from the more moderate. However, because the
radical extends from the conventional the two share a number of beliefs, allowing
extremists to connect with the mainstream for support and membership.
When I began this study I assumed that the extreme Right used the Internet to
avoid government surveillance since they did not like external observation. This
assumption underestimated the radical Right s loathing of the American political system.
My research found that groups in the extremist Right do use the Internet to politically
mobilize among their brethren and make contact with the mainstream for recruiting and
general support. However, they do not use this technology to avoid detection, but rather
to escape an entire system - consisting of governmental institutions and the mass media -
they feel is corrupt and unjust. Their anti-Semitism and anti-government sentiment
combines to create a conspiracy theory of Jewish control, obligation to Israel, and
massive fraud that is impenetrable. It is unlikely, if not impossible, that members of the
extreme Right will ever seek representation from any level of the government since these
radicals assume their representatives are simply evil.
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This chapter does not try to solve the conundrums raised by the research of this
study, but rather attempts to place research within the context of the Political Science
field. After that, it examines the continuing developments concerning those examined in
the study and the recent advances made in the area of law enforcement surveillance.
Finally, it addresses the different consequences this research has on the field of Political
Science and for the general public. First, then, an assessment of this research and its place
within the field.
Research Fit Within the Political Science Field
This work fits within several political science sub-fields to support research
already completed, and to develop new ideas in areas that have not been thoroughly
explored. These include the areas of ideology, political communication, and the health of
American democracy.
Political Ideology
The political science study of right-wing ideology has been growing steadily since
political scientists Daniel Bell and Richard Hofstadter broached the subject more than 40
years ago, each addressing this subject in the early 1960s after the Eisenhower Era at the
height of the Cold War. In 1962, Bell identified the frustration of the Radical Right
towards the moderates in the Republican Party, many ofwhom, the Radicals felt,
betrayed their conservative goals:
Social groups that are dispossessed invariably seek targets
on whom they can vent their resentments, targets whose power
can serve to explain their dispossession. . . What lends especial
rancor to the radical right of the 1960s is its sense of betrayal
not by its ‘enemies’ but by its ‘friends.’ After twenty years
ofDemocratic power, the right-wing Republicans hoped that
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the election ofDwight Eisenhower would produce its own utopia:
the dismantling of the welfare state, the taming of labor unions,
and the Magical rollback of Communism in Europe.
None of this happened.
. . . Thus eight years of moderation proved
more frustrating than twenty years of opposition.” (Bell, 1962. 3)
This sentiment holds true today as the extreme Right eschews the mainstream GOP along
with the entirety of the federal government. The extreme Right’s sense of betrayal has
grown significantly since Bell wrote in the early 1960s. Specific events have triggered a
loud anti-government outcry, for example the vehement reactions to the occurrences at
Waco and Ruby Ridge significantly increased the tension between the extreme and the
mainstream. However, the sense of betrayal is continuous and deepening, as evidenced
by the increasing calls among the extreme Right for revolution.
As the radical Right grew and expanded during the latter half of the Twentieth
Century, new factions developed within the movement. As noted in Chapter 2, this
expansion paralleled developments within the mainstream right-wing: the farm crisis of
the 1980s increased anti-government sentiment throughout the Right and sparked the
growth of the violent neo-Nazi units;4 the rise of religious evangelicals during the 1970s
and 80s generated the Christian Identity movement. 5 Hence, the extreme Right evidenced
today grew from the political development of the past decades. One such faction is the
Religious Right, which rose to great prominence as a reaction against the so-called moral
decay of the counter-culture.
Bell noted in 1961 that the moralism that began to enter American politics in the
mid-twentieth century spread throughout the body politic:
4
For more on this topic, see McNicol Stock’s Rural Radicals which traces the rise of rural radical
movements in the heartland to include anti-federalism, white supremacy, and vigilantism.
5
Sara Diamond's Not bv Politics Alone is a tremendous source of information on the influence of the
Christian Right in America, including data on moderate evangelicalism and the Identity movement.
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There are several consequences to the changed political temper
in American life, most notably the introduction on a large scale of
moral issues into political debate.
. Moral indignation - and moralism -
is characteristic of religions that have abandoned otherworldly
preoccupations and concentrate on this worldly concerns This
moralism, itself not unique to America, is linked to an evangelicalism
that is unique. (Bell, 1961. 112)
This moralism took root within the Right and created a foundation on which it would
build a coterie of issues to include abortion, prayer in schools, and gay rights. Seen in
both the conservative and the extreme right, this moralism is one consistency that links
the Right together.
While the Right itself cannot be viewed as a monolith, there are several points of
cohesion within the Right that have been identified and addressed in various Political
Science forums. Diamond (1995) has succinctly identified the issues where the Right is
cohesive: What has unified the Right is a consistent set of principals in three realms of
social endeavor: the economy, the nation-state in global context (military and
diplomatic), and the moral order of behavioral norms and hierarchies on the basis of race
and gender.” (Diamond, 1995: 6) The extreme Right, which as mentioned takes the issues
to an ultimate end, agrees with the underlying tenets of the conservative Right. This
means that examining the moderate Right will afford researchers insight into the extreme,
if only to understand the foundation of their reaction.
It is generally assumed that in the coming years the American melting pot will
continue to boil and new additions to our societal stew will result in a shrinking
population of Caucasian Americans. As minorities in the country begin to taste the power
that comes with majority status, one can anticipate two developments. First, the political
system will continue to change with the transforming nation. Greater representation will
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likely lead to adjustments in public policies to accommodate the interests of the presently
underrepresented. While it is impossible to know how the affairs of state will be
transformed in the coming years, history has shown change to be one constant in
American politics. Our Constitution was conceived of and written to allow for this
flexibility and has weathered changes unimaginable to the Founders more than 225 years
ago. Hence, our political system itself will adapt to the changing face, developments, and
times of our nation.
The second development, however, is not as positive. It is likely that a number of
citizens will object to these national changes and act accordingly. As those in power - or
even those not in power - begin to lose a grip on their control over the country, there is a
likely backlash by some who are unwilling to adjust to the larger societal changes.
Several right wing extremist groups are already preparing for this and eagerly await a
revolution. Other extremist groups simply want to escape the mainstream system and
isolate themselves from the conventional. But all right wing extremist groups share the
common sentiment that the government does not represent their interests and it is
unlikely that this sentiment will diminish as time progresses. A great opportunity is now
available for these radical groups to reach out into the general population and touch those
who share their dislike for the changing face of the nation. The Internet makes this reach
much easier.
Political Communication
The growth of the Internet has opened the door to greater political activity on all
levels, from the grassroots to the major political parties. The political process was just
beginning to adjust to the satellite technology that transformed television into an
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instantaneous medium when the Internet created a new forum in which to deliver material
and information rapidly and easily to an enormous number of people. This ability to react
immediately to events and people has bred a new type of political representation sent
through the visual and audio images of the television and computer. It has consequently
bred greater cynicism from the general public, which does not trust political actors or the
media.
There are three areas in political communications that most concern this research:
first, the general influence of the mass media on the American political process; second,
the effects of framing a story on news delivery and reception; and third, the consequence
of Internet technology on the political process. Each of these areas has been explored in
various fields, including political science, sociology and communications. Here I will
briefly connect research from this work to the scholarly efforts previously undertaken.
Since the first political pamphlet was printed during the Revolution in an effort to
sway the opinions of the Colonists, various forms of the media have been of crucial
importance in the political process. A vast body of literature has undertaken every facet
of the political media from before the Founding to the latest communications technology.
Important in this research is the connection between the media and the government - both
real and imagined in a conspiracy theory of the extreme right - and the limitations of the
mass media due to financial concerns and time constraints. The connection between the
mass media and the government has been explored in great depth. Political Scientist
Timothy Cook wrote of the theory that the media is a fourth branch of government:
The most impressive evidence, however, on the news media
as a political institution comes not from what journalists and
their organizations do, but instead from the increasing attention that
political actors in other institutions give to newsmaking as a central
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part of their own job. Newsmaking is now a central way for
governmental actors to accomplish political and policy goals.
In that sense, the news media may well be an ‘unwitting adjunct’
to power. (Cook 165)
This connection may be debated among scholars, but it is a very real and threatening fact
for those who mistrust both the government and the media. Extremists do not trust the
mainstream mass media because they view the media as a Jewish-controlled arm of a
corrupt, Jewish-controlled federal government. Internet technology has enabled these
extremists to communicate outside the mainstream in a way they consider “censor-free,”
and to criticize the media they find so appalling.
There are certainly limitations to the mainstream press, most significantly time
constraints brought on by a fast-moving presentation of exciting and ratings-grabbing
news. It is not surprising that television news programs that go into greater investigatory
depth have a smaller audience than those that deliver the news in a swift 26-minute
format. While this serves to impede any meaningful discussion on the issues that matter
most to the extreme Right, radicals have used this tactic themselves to appeal to a greater
audience. As Diamond notes, all members of the Right have adapted to the fast-moving
media culture that is so prevalent in American society:
In our media culture, images and opinions based often on little more
than sound bites can make or break a campaign. As image-makers
and opinion shapers, the Right uses a range of cultural means -from
popular videotapes to computer bulletin boards to Promise Keepers
men’s rallies - to communicate with supporters in language that
supersedes the nuts-and-bolts of politics itself. (Diamond, 1996. 15)
It should not be surprising that the Right has adapted so well to the new media. As early
as 1967, Hofstadter noted the importance of the growing mass media in the Radical Right
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movement. Arguing the lucid and understandable pictures that the modem media paints
naturally gives rise to conspiracy theories and paranoid behavior, Hofstadter wrote:
[T]he modem radical right finds that conspiracy also embraces
betrayal at home. Important changes may be traced to the effects of
the mass media. The villains of the modern right are much more vivid
than those of their paranoid predecessors, much better known to the
public; the contemporary literature of the paranoid style is by the same
token richer and more circumstantial in personal description and
personal invective. (Hofstadter, 1967. 24)
The personal invective of which Hofstadter writes spills into conventional politics as
well, as evidenced by the negativity of the modem political media. Negative
advertisements and political maneuvers simply mimic the press credo of “if it bleeds, it
leads,’ and aims for the jugular with the understanding that this is most effective in
attracting the attention of the voting public. This negativity is so prevalent that
conventional politicians make news if they vow not to go negative in a campaign.
Extremists have picked up on this tactic and have made good use of the negativity by
imitating the strategy for their own purposes. By utilizing the techniques of standard
politics the extreme Right has been able to blend in with the conventional and appear
more conventional than they are.
The use of message frames to place a message in a specific context has been
utilized by the mainstream media, but is also used successfully by the extremists
themselves to paint a self-depiction that is interesting and appealing to the general public.
Framing, as noted in Chapter 4, is the process “by which a news organization defines and
constructs a political issue or public controversy.” (Nelson, et al. 567.) Different studies
on news frames have shown that they significantly influence the way a viewer or reader
feels about a topic, thus framing is of critical importance in stories on the extreme Right.
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This work examined three specific frames that are used to depict the extreme Right, and
also the different frames the extreme Right uses to depict themselves. Although the
literature specifically on framing and the extremist Right is not abundant, this study does
reaffirm work already completed on framing and agenda setting by news organizations by
showing that stories both on the Right and by the Right are constructed to create an
outcome.
There is, however, a wealth of research already completed on the Internet and the
American government, most of which examines the potentials for mainstream politicians
to use the emerging technology for their benefits and the ways for the citizenry to use the
technology to achieve a stronger voice in Washington
.
6 One book in particular, Richard
Davls ’ The Web of Politics, examines the impact of the Internet on the political system
and concludes that the spin-meisters who control the present political media will soon
control the Internet’s political content. Implicit in this argument is the idea that the
Internet is a pliable entity in terms of message construction. While the message frames
addressed in this study primarily concern television broadcast, one consequence of the
study is proving that framing does and will continue to thrive on the Internet.
The Health of American Democracy
The primary issue concerning Internet technology used by the extremist right is
how widespread and popular anti-government sentiment can grow. Mainstream
politicians already run for political office - especially federal office - as “outsider”
candidates who eschew the Washington establishment. This idea that DC is a national
6
For more on this topic, see Hill and Hughes’ For more on this topic, see Hill and Hughes’ Cvberpolitics ,
Grossman’s The Electronic Age
.
Browning et al. Electronic Democracy and Hague and Loader’s Digital
Democracy . Each provides interesting hypothesis and recommendations for the future of the Internet in the
American political system.
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monument to inefficient, self-interested and out-of-touch political actors has become a
universally accepted norm, and there is a great body of research in the field of political
science that reflects this. Popular work includes volumes called America: What Went
Wrong? GoMimentjons Make Bad Newsi^ Americans Hate Campon
and Why Americans Hate Politics
. These volumes explore the feeling of disaffection that
many Americans have about the political process, incorporating elements of electoral
politics, the behavior of political actors, and the inflated importance of the media. Writes
Dionne in Why Americans Hate Politics :
This, then, is the legacy of the last thirty years: a polarized politics
that highlights symbolic issues, short-circuits genuine political debate,
gives discontent few real outlets, allows money a paramount role in the
electoral process, and leaves the country alarmed over whether it can
maintain its standard of living. Is it any wonder that Americans have
come to hate politics? (Dionne, 1991
. 323)
E.J. Dionne was nominated for the National Book Award for this study. Clearly, hating
politics and the government is good business. It follows, then, that the reason extremist
groups are as successful as they are is because they somehow manage to hit on the all-
American sentiment of anti-establishmentarianism. If one examines groups on the radical
left, the Environmental Liberation Front (ELF) or the Nation of Islam (NOI), for
example, one finds that these groups are not nearly as salient because they do not touch
on the fears of average Americans. Quite the contrary, these groups represent factions of
the American populace in which most Americans have minimal interest. As a result, the
extreme right presents a much more significant threat to the general public simply by
virtue of its widespread acceptance. The issues that pop up on the public radar tend to be
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issues easily boiled down into an “us vs. then,” dichotomy. The extremist right fits into
this quite neatly as both “us” and “them.”
Perhaps some will question the actual threat that these groups pose to American
society. The answer to this is twofold: First, the actual threat of violence, as evidenced by
the bombing of the Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City, is significant enough to
warrant a massive federal effort to investigate domestic hate groups as potential terrorist
threats. Second, the societal threat of hate groups reaching the general public is as
imminent as it has ever been, since the groups - while perhaps numerically small in
proportion to the greater population - have not been critically weakened or eliminated.
This is most likely because these groups have and will find lenience among the general
public if not for their extremism, then perhaps only for their sentiment. As Nelson et al.
(1997) noted: “While it would be going too far to say that underneath every publicly
tolerant citizen is a privately intolerant one, it does appear that within many citizens are
the makings of greater or lesser tolerance depending on many things.
.
.” (Nelson et al.
579)
Is American democracy healthy enough to uphold Madison’s Federalist 10
concepts of factions and tolerance of different groups? I have no doubt that it is.
However, the factions addressed here are not ones likely to operate within our
democracy, and herein lays the problem. These are groups that will not tolerate a system
that inherently supports their right to free speech and free religious practice. The
authorities are called in to monitor and prevent the unambiguous danger that accompanies
anti-government rhetoric. This leads to a cycle of greater systemic mistrust and further
monitoring, which in turn leads to more intense frustration and possible violence. The
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result is that anti-governmental rhetoric of the extreme that has the ability to penetrate the
American psyche has greater consequences than regular discourse. It is potentially
violent, possibly destructive, and certainly significant.
On-Going Developments
Web sites are fluid and tentative entities, as a result their content is ever changing
As the political and judicial systems attempt to catch up with the effects of the Internet,
changes will occur here as well. While it is impossible to keep up with the ever-evolving
environment surrounding Internet technology, this is a section devoted to recent
developments in this study area, most notably occurrences concerning the extreme Right,
efforts to combat hate and domestic terrorism, and the effect that the war in Iraq had on
the extreme Right.
The leadership crisis that the extreme Right is suffering due to death and
imprisonment has increased significantly with the recent heart attack of Hal Turner, a key
white supremacist radio broadcaster. His network, which hosts not only his show but
other extremist radio broadcasts that are simulcast over the Internet and linked to many
extremist web sites, has been taken off the air. This means that not only are the various
groups suffering from a dearth of direction, they are also now lacking an important
communication vehicle. David Duke began his 1 8-month prison sentence in April of
2003, and Matthew Hale remains in custody without the possibility of bail. According to
one report, the Aryan Nations group is thinking of re-locating to the panhandle region of
Idaho, to a town called Orofino. The group is planning a skinhead rock concert in the
state in June of 2003 and wants to hold a simultaneous series of neo-Nazi events around
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the region. Randy Weaver, of Ruby Ridge fame, continues to travel to gun shows to sign
copies of his autobiography.
Other positive developments include legislative activity. The Ohio state
legislature ratified the Constitution’s 14lh Amendment in February, 2003, 135 years after
most of the country did. In addition, a jury awarded a family $24 million in damages after
a cross was burned on its lawn. The most significant positive developments, however, are
occurring in the area of terrorism prevention. In early 2003, New York City overturned
an 1 8-year-old legal order known as the Handschu Agreement, which opened the door to
more intensive domestic spying.” (“NYPD Get More Spying Power.”) In Nebraska, a
bill was introduced in the state Senate aimed at stopping extremist groups from filing
phony liens against judges and other government officials. (O’Hanlon) And the FBI has
increased its surveillance efforts of all potentially dangerous groups, including right-ring
extremist groups. According to Mark Potok from the Southern Poverty Law Center, right-
wing extremists are up in arms over the increased law enforcement observation evidenced
by the writings of white separatist lawyer Edward J. Steele: “There is a roundup taking
place... how long before they get to you?” (Glod and Markon, B01) Lastly, an Indiana
militia group has offered its services in case of an Iraqi War call-up. State and local
officials told the group not to wait by the phone. (Strauss)
The war in Iraq has had an unfortunately predictable effect within the extreme
Right, with anti-Semitism laying the foundation of anti-war protests from the Radical
Right. The idea that allegiance to Israel was the primary reason for committing troops in
the Middle East dominated the web sites and airwaves of extremist groups, and this
theory was upheld by many in the mainstream press. The New York Times ’ Maureen
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Dowd wrote that President Bush’s position on Iraq was dnven by a foreign policy based
on a “domino effect to give Israel more security.” The Washington Post 's Robert Kaiser
wrote that the Bush administration’s Middle East experts “don’t hide their friendships
and connections, or their loyalty to strong positions in support of Israel .” (Gossman)
While it is expected that extremists would suspect a Jewish conspiracy among the war
debate, it is disheartening that the mainstream press supports their position.
Consequences of this Research
There are several implications of this study within the discipline of political
science. The first concerns social movements and the disenfranchised. This work
examined one specific social movement to show that a fringe group could act outside the
mainstream political system while still affecting the mainstream body politic. If this
premise is true, other social movement groups of different interests will have similar
inclinations to utilize the emerging Internet technology and play a more active role in the
field of political science. This technology will open the door to a wide number of fringe
movements and generate political activity at various levels. This has already been seen in
the anti-war activism of recent months, where different peace groups utilized the Internet
to organize rallies, petition politicians, and mobilize their constituency.
This leads to the second disciplinary consequence of this work, which concerning
political communication. Since the Internet is the cheapest and easiest way to
communicate to the greatest number of people across vast distances, it is clear that
Internet technology will continue to play an active role in American politics. However,
still emerging are the different ways the technology can be used and the different
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message frames available to reach the greatest number of people effectively. As the
technology develops and people’s understanding of it becomes more sophisticated, those
who create the Internet content will have greater communication capabilities at their
fingertips. Hence, this work portends the things to come on the political landscape as the
new technology emerges, not only for social movements, but also for mainstream
political groups trying to reach a greater audience.
Web pages and e-mail listservs enable a significant portion of the American
public to access the message of a particular group - even if the group is unpopular within
a community. Through streaming media, such as radio and television web casts, a greater
number of people are also able to operate outside the expensive mainstream media and
speak directly to anyone who owns a computer. Thus, political communication will
increasingly move in the direction of user-friendly text and eye-catching graphics. What
was once carefully crafted for television broadcast will now be retrofitted for Internet
transmission.
The third implication for the field of political science concerns political activity.
The study of political activity has recently focused on the decreasing interest in politics
across the country and across generations. This study shows that perhaps more people
will be interested in public affairs - but perhaps only negatively. This means that the
activism that may emerge from successful political communication on the part of right
wing extremists will not be the positive grassroots activism one might wish for in the
American populace, but instead something more hostile and perhaps dangerous than we
would wish to see. Furthermore, this study highlights the success and viability of
negative campaigning and anti-government sentiment already in place in the American
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political psyche. If there was ever a doubt as to how the voting public feels about their
elected officials, one needs only to look at the popularity of the anti-government
sentiment in mainstream politics to follow it to the natural conclusion of anti-
establishmentarianism seen in the extreme right. This work proves that the anti-
government message that the extreme right is salient beyond those in the extreme, and
this has important consequences for the political science field.
More important than the consequences for the field are the consequences of these
findings for our society. As Americans continue to receive much of our news from late-
night comedians who satirize world events, the cynicism that accompanies such satire is
becoming more present and durable. As a nation we are more suspicious of politicians
than we are of used car salesmen. A healthy skepticism of our leaders is not only
warranted, but also planned for: the Founders set up a system of check and balances for a
reason, after all. But the pessimism and distrust towards politicians today in American
society is unhealthy, and the anti-government ferocity of the extreme right is downright
dangerous. When we distrust those we entrust to represent us, we inherently have
misgivings about the entire political system. What follows tends not to be positive
political activism but either apathy or negative activity, which manifests itself in different
forms of violent protest. We should not stand idly by and allow the disrespect of our
political process plague the voting public. Instead, we should stem the tide of cynicism
and work to make the public as responsive to the government as we need the government
to be to the public.
At the end of the day the success or failure of an extremist group has little to do
with its web site, and more to do with the saliency of its position. The medium might not
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be the message, but the problem is that the message is, in fact, more relevant in the
American body politic than many would like to believe. Because of this saliency, the
Internet has proven to be a very successful tool for right wing extremists groups who are
now able reach the mainstream of American politics much easier, more quickly, and
more affordably than before. As the nation continues to grow increasingly disaffected
with the political system as a whole, the message of the extremist will prove to be more
and more attractive to those who are far from extreme. History has shown that extreme
right social movements have always tapped into the mainstream to reach the disaffected,
and ideological surveys show that many of the position stands concerning the size and
scope of the federal government are shared by both the extreme and the moderate. It
should come as no surprise that white separatists are aiming their guns into the greater
populace of American society. Through careful packaging and improved technology, the
extremist right just might hit their mark.
156
BIBLIOGRAPHY
Abanes, Richard. American Militias. New York: Intervarsity Press, 1996.
Abrams v. U.S. 616, 630. 1919.
“All Empire, All the Time.” Online Posting. The Nationalist Times. 7 Nov. 2002
<http ://www. anu
. org/thenationalisttimes. html>
America First or Race First?” Online Posting White Aryan Resistance. 12 Nov. 2002
<http://resist.com.>
American Civil Liberties Union. ACLU, Justice Department Agree on Deadline to
Release Surveillance Records
. Washington, DC: ACLU, November 22, 2002
American Civil Liberties Union. In Two Internet Free Speech Cases Reaching Appeals
Courts, ACLU Sees Disturbing Censorship Trend
. Washington, DC: ACLU, May
6
^
2002
Andrew, John A. Jhe Other Side of the Sixties
. New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers Universitv
Press, 1997.
3
Anti-Defamation League. Combating Extremism: The Legal Issues Affecting Internet
Hate Speech
. New York: ADL, 2000.
“Anti Klan Law at Issue in Virginia.” Washington Post 28 Jan. 1999. B02.
Bagdikian, Ben. The Media Monopoly
. Boston: Beacon Press, 2000.
Barkun, Michael. Religion and the Racist Right Chapel Hill: UNC Press, 1994.
Militias, Christian Identity & The Radical Right,” Christian Century
2 August 1995: 738-781.
Bartles, Larry M. “Messages Received: The Political Impact of Media Exposure,”
The American Political Science Review 87:2 (June, 1993) 267-285.
Bell, Daniel, ed. The Radical Right. New York: Anchor Books, 1964.
.
The End of Ideology
. New York: Collier Books, 1961.
Berbrier, Mitch. “Half the Battle: Cultural Resonance, Framing Processes and Ethnic
Affectations in Contemporary white Separatist Rhetoric,” Social Problems 45
1998: 431-446.
Berlet, Chip and Lyons, Matthew. “Militia Nation,” The Progressive 25 June 1995: 8-11.
157
Blumenthal v. Drudge. 992 F. Supp 44 D. D C. 1998.
Brandenburg v. Ohio 395 U S. 444. 1969
Breckheimer, Peter II. “A Haven For Hate: The Foreign & Domestic Implications of
Protecting Internet Hate Speech Under the First Amendment.”
Southern California Law Review Sept. 2002: 1-40
Brinkley, Alan. The End of Reform New York: Vintage, 1995.
Browning, Graeme, et al. Electronic Democracy: Using the Internet to Influence
American Politics. New York: Information Today Inc., 1996.
‘Bylaws.” Online Posting. Aryan Nations. 4 Nov. 2002,
<http://www.twelvearyannations.eom/goals.html#platform>
Cappella, Joseph and Jamieson, Kathleen Hall. Spiral of Cynicism Press and the Public
Good. NY: Oxford University Press, 1997.
Carey, James. Communication As Culture Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1989.
Chalmers, David Mark. Hooded Americanism: The First Century of the Ku Klux Klan
1865-1965
. Garden Cuty, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1965.
Chaplinsky v. New Hampshire 315 U S. 568. 1942
Chomsky, Noam. (Contributor) Manufacturing Consent. New York: Pantheon, 1988.
Claiborne, William. “Supremacist Groups Grows Nationwide,” The Washington Post,
29 June 2000: A3.
Comstock, George and Scharrer, Erica. Television: What’s On, Who’s Watching, and
What It Means . San Diego: Academic Press, 1999.
Cook, Timothy. Governing With The News. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1998.
Corcoran, James. Bitter Harvest. New York: Penguin Books, 1990.
Cronan, John P. “The Next Challenge for the I s1 Amendment: The Framework for an
Incitement Standard.” Catholic University Law Review. Spring 2002: 1-37.
Dallek, Robert. Flawed Giant: Lyndon Johnson and His Times. 1961-1973 .
New York: Oxford University Press: 1998.
158
DaViS
’
28
8
^h 2000UUC8^ ‘° Bear ” AttottaJeUn^
Davis, Richard, ne Web of Politics: The. Interne,
~s tmpaa on the American Politic!
System New York: Oxford, 1999
Diamond, Sara. Not By Politics Alone. New York Guilford, 1998
Facing the Wrath . Monroe, Maine: Common Courage Press, 1996
• Roads to Dominion. New York Guilford, 1995
Dionne, E.J. Why Americans Hate Politics New York: Simon and Schuster, 1991
.•
They Only Look Dead New York: Simon and Schuster, 1997.
Dobratz, Betty and Shanks-Meile, Stephanie. The White Separatist Movement in thP
United States. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1997.
Dobson, James. “The New Cost of Discipleship .” Christianity Today 6 Sep. 1999: 56-8
Doskoch, Peter. “The Mind of the Militias,” Psychology Today July/Aug. 1995: 12-16.
Drury, Shadia. Leo Strauss and the American Right New York: St. Martins Press, 1997.
Duke, David. My Awakening. (2002). “Duke: Chapter 19” David Duke Online.
4 Nov. 2002. <http://www.duke.org/awakening/chapterl9 01,html>
Dyer, Joel. Harvest of Rage. New Haven, CT: Westview, 1998.
Engler, John. “The Liberal Rout.” Policy Review Jan./ Feb. 1997: 44-48
Entman, Robert. “Framing: Toward Clarificaton of a Fractured Paradigm,” Journal of
Communication 43: 1993.
Etchingham, Julie. “Welcome to the World ofNet Racists,” The London Times
13 January 2000: Bl.
Exoo, Calvin Fred. Politics of the Mass Media. Minneapolis: West Publishing Co, 1994.
Falsani, Cathleen. “Hate Groups Crank it Up.” Chicago Sun Times 1 1 Nov. 2001 : 1 1.
Ferguson, Thomas. Right Turn, New York: Hill and Wang, 1986.
Fernandez, Manny. “Separatist Rally at Israeli Embassy.” Washington Post
16 Dec. 2001: C04
159
Fountain Jane E. Building the virtual State; Information Technology and Imtitn.inn,!Change Washington, DC: Brooking Institution, 2001
“Frequently Asked Questions.” Online Posting. Council of Conservative Citizens
10 Dec 2002. http://www.cofcc.org/ pagel2.htm.
Girvin, Brian. Jhe Right in the Twentieth Century New York: Pinter, 1994
Glastris, Paul. Patriot Games,” The Washington Monthly June 1995: 23-4
Glastris, Paul et al. “Oklahoma City : April 19, 1995; The End of Innocence ”
U.S. News and World Report 1 May 1995: 25-28.
Glod, Maria and Markon, Jerry. “Tracking Hate Groups Aids Terrorism Fight ” The
Washington Post 1 9 May 2003, B0 1
.
Goodwin, Dons Kearns. No Ordinary Time. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1994
“Government” Online Posting. White Aryan Resistance. 12 Nov. 2002.
<http://resist.com>
Grossman, Lawrence K. The Electronic Republic: Reshaping Democracy in the
Information Age. New York: Penguin USA, 1996.
Grossman, Ron. “War Theories Have Anti-Semitism Stench.” Chicago Tribune
23 Mar 2003.
Grover, Ronald. “Thunder From the Right,” Business Week 2 December 1984: 172.
Hague, Barry N. ed. Digital Democracy; Discourse and Decision Making in the
Information Age . New York: Routledge, 1999.
Hamm, Mark. Apocolypse in Oklahoma: Waco and Rubv Ridge Revenged Boston:
Northeastern University Press, 1997.
Hardisty, Jean. Mobilizing Resentment New York. Beacon Press, 1999.
Heilbrunn, Jacob. “Neocon v. Theocon ” The New Republic30 Dec 1996: 12.
Hentoff, Nat. “How Free is Free Speech?” World and I . April 2001: 58.
Hill, Kevin A. and Hughes, John E. Cvberpolitics New York. Roman & Littlefield, 1998.
Hilliard, Robert and Keith, Michael. Waves of Rancor . Armond, NY: ME Shapre, 1999.
160
Hofstadter, Richard. Ihe Paranoid Style in American Politics & Other F««ayc mv
Vintage, 1967.
Anti-Intellectualism in American I ife NY: Vintage, 1963.
Horowitz, David. “The Normalisty of Extremism,” Society Sep./Oct. 1998: 71-77
Iyengar, Shanto and Reeves, Richard, eds. Do the Media Govern? Sage Publishers, 1997
.
Janeway, Michael. Republic of Denial
. Princeton, NJ: Princeton Press, 1999.
Johnson, Haynes. The Best of Times. New York: Harcourt, 2001
Judge Awards $1 Mil to kin of Teen Killed by White.” Jet 3 Feb 1992 33
Kaplan,David and Kim, Lucian. “Nazism’s New Global Threat.” U.S. News and World
Report
. 25 Sept. 2000: 34.
“KKK And the Federal Government .” Online Posting. Ku Klux Klan. 4 Nov. 2002.
<www. kukluxklan.org>
Kaplan, Jeffrey. “A Guide to the Radical Right.” The Christian Century 2 August 1995
741-745.
Katz, William Loren. The Invisible Empire: The Ku Klux Klan Impact on History
Washington, DC: Open Hand Pub: 1986.
Kiefer, Francine. “Growing Grass Roots Groups Help locals Weed Out Hate,” The
Christian Science Monitor 9 July 1999: 2.
Knickerbocker, Brad. “Hate Groups Try To Capitalize on September 1
1
th
,” Christian
Science Monitor 21 November 2001 : 2.
Krasnowski, Matt. “Supremacists’ Lone Wolf Tack Poses New Peril,” San Diego Union-
Tribune 29 August 1999: A1-A3.
LakofT, George. Moral Politics
. Chicago: University of Chicago Press 1996.
Lane, Mary Beth. “Authorities Wary As Ohioan Takes Over Aryan Nations.”
Columbus Dispatch 3 Oct. 2001: 01B.
Lang, K. and Lang, G.E. “The Mass Media and Voting,” Eds. B. Berelson &
M. Janowitz. Reader in Public Opinion & Communication (2nd Edition)
New York: Free Press, 1966: 455-472.
161
"Legality of the World Church of the Creator ” Online Posting. World Church of theCreator. 5 Nov. 2002. http://www.rahowa.com/.
Lewis, James Ed. From the Ashes: Making Sense ofWaco Lanham Rowan &
Littlefield, 1994.
Lichter, S.R., Rothman, S.& Lichter, L.S. The Media F.liteRpth^H, md
Adler and Adler, 1986.
Lind, Michael. Up From Conservatism
. New York: The Free Press, 1996
Lipset, Seymor Martin. “Failures of Extremism,” Society Sep./ Oct. 1998: 245-257
McCombs, Mazwell E. & Donald Shaw. “The Evolution of Agenda-Setting Research,”
Journal of Communication (Spring, 1993).
McCombs, Mazwell E. & Donald Shaw. “The Agenda-Setting Function of Mass Media,”
Public Opinion Quarterly 36:2 (Summer, 1972) 176-187.
McNicol Stock, Catherine. Rural Radicals New York: Pengiun, 1997.
McLachlin, Mary. “High Tech Hate,” The Denver Post 4 January 1999: C-06
Melich, Tanya. The Republican War Against Women New York: Bantam, 1996.
Milkis, Sidney. The Presidency and the Parties. NY: Oxford Univerity Press, 1993.
Millard, H.. “The Recessive Race” Online Posting. 2002. Council of Conservative
Citizens. 8 Nov. 2002, <http://www.cofcc.org/articles.htm>
Murphy, Kim. “Lawsuits Threaten to Drain the Life out of Hate Groups,” Los Angeles
Times 22 August 2000: Al.
Nationalist Times. Online Posting. The Nationalist Times. 12 Nov. 2002.
<http://www.anu
. org/thenationalisttimes. html>
Nelson, Thomas, Clawson, Roselee and Oxley, Zoe. “Media Framing of a Civil Liberties
Conflict and Its Effect on Tolerance,” American Political Science Review
Sep. 1997: 567-583.
Nelson, Thomas E. and Kinder, Donald R. “Issue Frames and Group-Centrism in
American Public Opinion,” Journal of Politics . Nov. 1996: 1055-1078
“Neo-Nazi Compound to Be Converted to Park.” New York Times 25 Jan. 2002: A 19.
162
Neuhaus, John. “The End of Democracy,” First Things Nov. 1996: 18-20
“NYPD Gets More Staying Power,” Associated Press 19 Feb 2003.
O’Brien, Jennifer. “Putting a Face to a (Screen) Name. The First Amendment
Implications of Compelling ISPs to Reveal the Identities of Anonymous
Internet Speakers in Online Defamation Cases.” Fordham Law Review
May 2002: 1-28.
O’ Hanlon, Kevin, “Paper Terrorism,” Associated Pres*; 18 Feb 2003.
Ortiz, Vikki. “Racial Tensions Divide Arundal School,” Washington Post
11 May 2003: C01
Pierce, William L. “Equality: Man’s Most Dangerous Myth.” Online Posting. Stormfront.
12 Nov. 2002. <http://www.stormffont.org/>
Piper, J. Richard. Ideologies and Institutions. New York: Rowman & Littlefield, 1997
Podhoretz, Norman. Ex-Friends
. New York: Free Press, 1999.
R.A.V. v. City of St. Paul 505 US. 377, 1992.
Reavis, Dick. The Ashes ofWaco. New York: Simon and Schuster, 1995.
Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844, 870. 1997
Ridgeway, James. Blood in the Face: The KKK. Aryan Nation. Nazi Skinheads & the
Rise of a New White Culture. Thunder’s Mouth Press, 1995.
Rhodes, Tom, “Race-Hate Link to Church Slaughter,” The Sunday Times (London!
19 Sept. 1999. Overseas News.
Rogin, Michael Paul. The Intellectuals and McCarthy, Cambridge, MIT Press, 1967.
Sink, Lisa. “Hatemongers Temper Their Messages.” Milwaukee Journal Sentinel .
26 Nov. 2001: A-2.
Smith, Steven. Call to Order
. Washington: Brookings Institution, 1989.
Southern poverty Law Center. Intelligence Report: The Year In Hate . Birmingham, AL:
SPLC, 2003
Sparrow, Bartholomew. Uncertain Guardians . Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Press, 1999.
163
Strauss, John. State Militia Group Offers Its Services for Unlikely Call-Up ”
The Indianapolis Star 1 7 February 2003
.
Sunstein, Cass. Republic.com. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2001
Swomly, John. Armed and Dangerous: The Threat of the ‘Patriot Militias’ ” The
Humanist Nov-Der. 1995: 8-12.
Tabor, James and Gallagher, Eugene. Why Waco? Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1995.
“The Jew: Destroyer of Culture.” National Socialist Movement. 7 Nov. 2002.
<http ://www. nsm8 8
. com/index2
. html>
Thomas, Judy. “Race-Based Christian Identity Groups Undergoing Resurgence,” Knight-
Ridder/ Tribune News Service 15 April 1998: 415.
Trigoboff, Dan. “Station Break.” Broadcasting and Cable 21 Aug. 2000: 34
Tsesis, Alexander. “Prohibiting Incitement on the Internet .” Virginia Journal ofLaw and
Technology
. Summer, 2002: 1-40.
United States. Office of Management and Budget. Historical Tables: Fiscal Year 2001
Budget . Washington: GPO, 2001.
Vanguard Times. Online Posting. The Vanguard Times. 12 Nov. 2002.
<http ://www
. vanguardnewsnetwork
. com/default
. asp>
Walker, Adrian. “Seige Ends as Fugative in Idaho Gives Up.” Boston Globe
1 Sept. 1992: 1
Walker, David. “The Evolving Federal Role in Program Administration.” Managing
Public Programs: Balancing Politics. Administration. And Public Needs ,
ed. Robert E. Cleary and Nicholas Henry. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass
Publishers, 1989: 37-71.
“WAR On Politics.” Online Posting. White Aryan Resistance. 12 Nov. 2002.
<http ://resist
.
com >
Weaver, D.H & Wilhoit, G.C. The American Journalist: A Portrait ofU S. Newspeople
and their Work
. Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1986.
Weitzman, Mark. “The Internet is Our Sword: Aspects of Online Anti-Semitism.”
Remembering for the Future: The Holocaust in an Age of Genocide . Eds. John K.
Roth and Elisabeth Maxwell. New York: Palgrave, 2001. 91 1-925.
164
“What is National Socialism?” Online Posting. National Socialist Movement.
7 Nov. 2002. <http://www.natvan.com/what-is-na/na2.html>
“White Racism.” Online Posting. Aryan Nations. 4 Nov. 2002.
<http ://www, twelvearvannations.com/>
White, Richard. “The Current Weirdness in the West,” Western Historical Quarterly
55 (1997): 5-16.
White: Stuart. Armageddon in Waco. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995.
“Who Is Aryan Nations?” Online Posting. Aryan Nations. 6 Nov. 2002.
<http://www.twelvearyannations.com/whoisan.html>
“Who Rules America?” Online Posting. National Alliance. 6 Nov 2002
<http://www.natvan.com/>
“Who Rules America?” Online Posting. Stormfront. 6 Nov 2002.
<http://www.stormffont.org/>
Wirpsa, Leslie. “Rural Despair Feeds Militia Growth,” National Catholic Reporter
30 June 1995: 10
Wright, Deil S. “Policy Shifts in the Politics and Administration of Intergovernmental
Relations, 1930-1990s,” AAPSS May 1990.
Zaller, John. The Nature and Origins ofMass Opinion New York: Cambridge University
Press, 1992.
“25 Points of American National Socialism.” Online Posting. National Socialist
Movement. 7 Nov. 2002. <http://www.nsm88.com/25points/25pointsengl.html>
165


